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In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


Edward White, Appellant, ) 

vs, >No. 1342. 

Augusta Patten Glover et al. j 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward White, Complainant, 

vs. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Mary E. Patten, 

Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, 

Helen Patten, and Aurelius R. Shands, 

Defendants. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, 

Be it remembered, that in the supreme court of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, at the city of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and j^roceed- 
ings had in the above-entitled cause, to wit:— 

1 Bill 

Filed August 10,1901. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Edward White, Complainant, 

vs. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Mary E. Patten, 

Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, 

Helen Patten, Aurelius R. Shands, De¬ 
fendants. 

To the supreme court of the District of Columbia, holding an 
equity court: 

The complainant, Edward White, states as follows: 

1st. That he is a citizen of the United States, and a resident of 
the State of Hew York, and brings this suit in his own right as judg¬ 
ment creditor of the defendant Augusta Patten Glover, as will here¬ 
inafter more fully appear. 
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2 EDWAKD WITITE VS. AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER ET AL. 

2n(i. That the defendant Augusta Patten Glover is a citizen of the 
United States, and a resident of the city of Providence, in the State 
of Rhode Island, and is sued in her own right as the judgment 
debtor, as will hereinafter more fully appear. That the defendants 
Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, and Helen 
Patten, are citizens of the United States and residents of the District 
of Columbia, and are sued in their own rights as grantees under a 
certain deed hereinafter more particularly described, dated 

2 February 7,1901, and recorded on the twenty-third da.y of 
March, 1901, in Liber 2537, folio 393, et seg., one of the land 

records of the District of Columbia. And the defendant, Aurelius R. 
Shands, is a citizen of the United States, and a resident of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, and is sued in his own right as grantee under a 
certain deed hereinafter more particularly described, dated July 15, 
1901, recorded on July 18, 1901, in Liber 2597 at folio 153, of the 
land records of the District of Columbia, all of which will herein¬ 
after more fully appear. 

3. That the complainant, Edward White, on the twenty-second 
day of May, 1901, recovered a judgment at law against the defend¬ 
ant Augusta Patten Glover, beai’ing number 10,646, in the circuit 
court of the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, the same 
being a court of record in and for the said cit}’’ and State, in the full 
sum of fourteen thousand, eight hundred seveut}’’ and sixty-one- 
hundredths (§14,870.60) dollars, together with thirty-four and seventy- 
one hundredths (§34.70) dollars costs and interest thereon; that 
your complainant procured a full, true and complete transcript of 
the record and proceedings of said cause, as full as the same remains 
of the record in the circuit court aforesaid; that your complainant 
on the third day of August 1901, declared upon said judgment in 
an action of debt against the defendant Augusta Patten Glover on 
the law side of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, bear¬ 
ing number 44,849, to the end that he maj' recover in the cause 
aforesaid in the supreme court of the District of Columbia for the 
full amount named in said judgment, that is, fourteen thousand, 
eight hundred seventy and sixty-one-hundredths (§14,870.60) 

3 dollars, including costs and interest on the same. 

4th. Your complainant is informed and believes and there¬ 
fore avers that the defendant Augusta Patten Glover is one of the 
heirs-at-law of Edmund Patten, late of the State of Nevada, deceased, 
and of Anastasia Patten, late of the District of Columbia deceased. 
That Anastasia Patten died on the eleventh day of September, 1888, 
in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, leaving a paper 
writing purporting to be her last will and testament bearing date 
on the twenty-third day of December, 1879, wherein she devised 
and bequeathed the whole of her estate, subject to upwards of 
§40,000. in legacies, to her said daughters, naming such of them as 
might have attained their majority at her death as her executrices, 
among whom was said defendant. The said paper writing not hav¬ 
ing been signed in the presence of three witnesses as required by 
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the laws of the District was disregarded in the settlement of her 
estate relating to the real estate situated within the District of Co¬ 
lumbia ; that all of said real estate, which constituted the bulk of 
the estate of said decedent, therefore descended equally to the de¬ 
fendant Augusta Patten Glover and her sisters, the defendants 
Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten and Helen 
Patten. 

5th. Your complainant is informed and believes and therefore 
avers that Anastasia Patten, late of the District of Columbia, 
deceased, was seized in fee simple of the following parcels and tracts 
of land lying in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, and 
described as follows: that is to say, parts of lots 11,12,13 and 14 in 
square 110; also part of lot 21 in square 94; also lots 9 and 10 

4 in square 142; also parts of lots 131,132, 133 and 134 in 
square 155; also all of square 188; also parts of lots 8 and 10 

in square 455, aggregating a total valuation of more than $250,000. 
Your complainant is informed and believes and therefore avers that 
the said Anastasia Patten died seized and possessed of other valu¬ 
able real eshite lying within the District of Columbia, though not 
within the limits of the city of Washington. Your complainant 
further avers that the defendants Augusta Patten Glover, Mary E. 
Patten, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten and Helen Patten are 
the sole heirs-at-law of the late Anastasia Patten; that under th6 
statute in force in this District the defendant Augusta Patten Glover 
was entitled to a one-fifth interest in and to all of the real estate of 
which the said Anastasia Patten died seized and possessed as joint 
tenants. 

6th. Your complainant further represents that the defendant Au¬ 
gusta Patten Glover on the seventh day of February 1901, by a deed 
recorded on the twenty-third day of March, 1901, in Liber No. 2537, 
at folio 393, one of the land records of the District of Columbia, 
conveyed to the defendants Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, 
Mary E. Patten and Helen Patten, in consideration of the nominal 
sum of ten ($10) dollars all and singular the land, premises and real 
estate of whatever description soever and wheresoever situated of 
which Anastasia Patten, late of the District of Columbia, deceased, 
died seized and possessed, or to which at the time of her death she 
was in any wise or to any extent entitled, whether legally or equi¬ 
table and whether in possession or expectancy, and especially all and 
any such land, premises and real estate lying and being in 

5 the District of Columbia, as will by reference to a certified 
copy of said deed, filed herewith, and marked “ Exhibit 1 ” 

and prayed to be read at the hearing as a part of this bill more fully 
appears on relation to her sole and separate estate. 

7th. Your complainant represents that the defendant Augusta 
Patten Glover on the fifteenth day of July, 1901, by a deed recorded 
on the eighteenth day of July, 1901, in Liber No. 2597, at folio 153, 
one of the land records of the District of Columbia, conveyed to 
Aurelius R. Shands all of that tract or parcel of laud situated in the 
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county of Washington, District of Columbia, described as lot No. 13, 
in block 7, of the sub-division known as Kalorama Heights, as per 
plat recorded in County Book No. 7, page 34 of the surveyor’s office 
of the District of Columbia, and as will by reference to a certified 
copy of said deed filed herewitli and marked Exhibit No. 2/’ which 
is prayed may be read at the hearing as a part of this bill of com¬ 
plaint. 

Stli. Your complainant further avers tliat he is informed and be¬ 
lieves and so believing, charges that the said defendant Augusta 
Patton Glover, is not the owner of any personal property or of any 
real estate in the District of Columbia, subject to execution at law 
standing in her own name and right, but your complainant believes 
and so believing, charges that the deeds referred to in the foregoing 
]>aragraphs and marked “Exhibits 1 and 2 ” to this bill were made 
with the fraudulent intent and purpose of defrauding your complain¬ 
ant in tlie execution of the judgment hereinbefore referred to ; 

6 that the consideration named in said deeds, if in fact, any 
consideration passed between the parties to the said deeds, 

was grossly inadequate and that both said conveyances were fraudu¬ 
lently made with the intent of hindering, delaying and defrauding 
the creditors of the said defendant Augusta Patten Glover and 
especially your complainant, which fraudulent intent and purpose 
your complainant charges upon information and belief were well 
known to, and participated in by, the said defendants Mary E. Patten, 
Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, Helen Patten and Aurelius R. 
Shands. 

9th. Your complainant further represents that he filed his cause 
of action in the circuit court of the citv of St. Louis on the ninth 
day of May 1898, but did not I’ecover a judgment therein by reason 
of the defense to said action until the twenty-third day of May, 1899; 
that the defendant Augusta Patten Glover, through her attorney 
John M. Glover filed a motion for a new trial in said cause on the 
technical ground that the court erred in admitting the New York 
statute, the same not having been pleaded, which motion had been 
sustained by the court for the reason of error on the part of the court 
in admitting testimony as to the law of New York, and that the 
judgment was thereupon set aside and vacated; that thereafter, to- 
wit, March 20,1901, your complainant filed an amended petition in 
said cause wherein the general statutes of the State of New York re¬ 
ferring to an act in relation to the rights and liabilities of married 
women were fully set forth, and said cause again set down for trial; 
that thereafter, to-wit, on the twenty-second day of May, 1901, came 
again your complainant in said cause, but the defendant, though 
having through her attorney theretofore answered said origi- 

7 nal petition, came not; thereupon jmur complainant waiving 
a jury trial submitted the cause to the court, and upon evi¬ 
dence, pleading and proof adduced, and the court having heard and 
duly considered the same found the defendant indebted to the plain¬ 
tiff, your complainant in this cause in the full sum of fourteen thou- 
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sand eif^hthuiulrodsevonty and sixty'one-hundredths($14,870.60) dol¬ 
lars,together with costsand charges therein expended. Your complain¬ 
ant avers tliat since the filing oi the said cause in the circuit court of 
the city of St. Louis as aforesaid, and during the pendency of the said 
proceedings, tlie defendant Augusta Patten Glover conveyed all of 
lier interest in and to the real estate hereinabove mentioned as well 
also of all her interest in and to the real estate named in the deed 
marked “ Exhibit 2,” filed us a part of this cause for a nominal 
consideration and your complainant believes for the sole purpose of 
defrauding your complainant in tlie collection of this judgment. 

10. Your complainant avers that he is informed and believes, and 
so believing, charges tliat the defendant Augusta Patten Glover, 
after tlie execution of said deeds hereinbefore referred to and marked 
“Exhibits 1 and 2” withdrew from the District of Columbia and 
now resides in the city of Providence in the State of Rhode Island; 
that not being within the jurisdiction of this court the marshal of 
the District of Columbia is unable to secure the service of process 
upon the said defendant Augusta Patten Glover, and that your com¬ 
plainant is therefore unable to proceed farther in this suit at law 
and unable to recover a judgment against the said defendant in his 
action at law within the District of Columbia, and is there- 
8 fore without a legal remedy against the defendant Augusta 
Patten Glover; and your complainant further represents that 
even if he could recover judgment against the said defendant in his 
action at law within the District of Columbia he would still be un¬ 
able to secure execution upon said judgment for the reason that the 
said defendant has conveyed all of her property to her co-defendants 
herein named; your complainant avers upon information and be¬ 
lief that the defendant Augusta Patten Glover is wholly insolvent 
and is not the owner of any real or personal property in her own 
name which is subject to an execution at law. 

11th. Your complainant avers that he lias no information as to 
what extent the defendant August Patten Glover still owns interests 
in the estate of her mother, the said Anastasia Patten, but upon in¬ 
formation and belief charges that it is sufficient for the payment and 
satisfaction of your complainant’s judgment against her, and he 
therefore calls upon the defendant to disclose in her answer hereto — 
what extend she intended to convey b_y her deed filed in this cause 
as Exhibit One; and your complainant also calls upon the defendants 
Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, Helen Pat¬ 
ten and Aurelius R. Shands, to disclose in their answers hereto, what, 
interests, if any, they had contracted to acquire in said respective 
deeds and what, if any, consideration, passed from them and each 
of them, to the said defendant Augusta Patten Glover. 

Prayers. 

And wherefore, being without other remedy, your complainant 
prays: 
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1. That a writ of subpoena may issue from the clerk’s office of this 

court addressed to Augusta Patten Glover. Maiy E. Patten, 

9 Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten, Helen Patten and Au¬ 
relius R. Shands, the several parties above named as defend¬ 
ants, requiring tliem to appear and answer the exigencies of this 
bill. 

2 . That the conve 3 uinces mentioned and referred to in this bill 
and marked Exhibits 1 and 2 ” be decreed to be null and void and 
held for naught, and tl^at the defendant Augusta Patten Glover may 
be adjudged to be the owner and holder of the real estate named in 
Exhibit- Nos. 1 and 2 and that she discldse in her answer to this 
bill what interests in and to tlie certain and specified parcels of real 
estate she attempted to conveN^ to her co-defendants by her deed 
filed herewith as Exhibit 1 and 2.” 

3. That a receiver maybe appointed by this honorable court to 
collect the rents, issues and profits of the real estate attempted to be 
conveyed by the said Augusta Patten Glover to her co-defendants 
herein named, and that said sums received by said receiver may be 
paid into the register of this court to await the final determination 
of this cause. 

4. That the judgment of the circuit court of the city of St. Louis 
ma}’' be decreed b}'’ this court to be a lieu upon the interest of the 
said Augusta Patten Glover in and to the real estate named and de¬ 
scribed in Exhibit 2 of this bill and also a lien upon the right, title 
and interest of the defendant Augusta Patten Glover in and to her 
share and portion of the real estate hereinbefore mentioned and 
upon any proceeds which may arise from the sales of said real es¬ 
tate named in the above mentioned deeds, such lien to continue until 

dissolve<] by order of this court upon good cause shown. 

10 5. That 3 ’our complainant 1113 '^ be granted such other and 
further relief as the case ma 3 ’' require and as is consistent 

with equit 3 ^ and good conscience. 

EDWARD WHITE, 

Complainant 

DUDLEY & MICHENER, 

CLAYTON E. EMIG, 

Attorneys for Complainant 

City of St. Louis, 1 
State of Missonri, 

I, J. B. Johnson, being first duly sworn according to law, depose 
and sa 3 ’^ that I am. the agent in this behalf of Edward White and 
have read the bill of complaint by me subscribed and know the 
contents thereof, and that the facts therein stated upon 1113 ^ personal 
knowledge are true, and that those stated upon information and be¬ 
lief I believe to be true. 

J. B. JOHNSON. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8" day of August, 1901. 
My term expires, February 13th, 1904. 

[seal.] THOMAS BAYLEY, 

Notary Public, City of St. Louis, Mo. 


11 Answer of Edith A. Patten. 

Filed January 3,1902. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward White, Complainant, ) 

against > Equity. No. 22530. 

Augusta Patten and Others, Defendants. I 

The separate answer of the defendant Edith A. Patten to the bill of 

complaint in the above-entitled cause. 

The said defendant for answer to the said bill states as follows: 

1. She admits the allegations of the first paragraph of the said 
bill to be true. 

2. She admits the allegations of the second paragraph to be true. 

3. She has no knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allega¬ 
tions of the third paragraph and calls for strict proof thereof. 

4. She admits the allegations of the fourth paragraph to be true, 
except the allegation that Anastasia Patten therein mentioned died 
in the city of Washington, the fact being that the said Anastasia 
Patten died in the State of Maine. 

5. She admits the allegations of the fifth paragraph saving and 
reserving all questions of law thereby presented. 

6. She admits the allegations of the sixth paragraph to be 

12 true, but for greater certainty refers to the original of the cer¬ 
tain deed therein mentioned. 

7. She has no knowledge respecting the allegations of the 7th 
paragraph and is advised that it is unnecessary for her to answer 
the same. 

8. She admits that the defendant Augusta Patten Glover is not 
the owner of any personal property or of any real estate in the 
District of Columbia subject to execution at law, and she denies the 
remaining allegations of the said paragraph. 

9. She has no knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allega¬ 
tions of the 9th paragraph and calls for strict proof thereof. 

10. She is advised that the allegations of the 10th paragraph 
present questions of law for the adjudication of the court, except 
the allegations as to the insolvency of the defendant Augusta Patten 
Glover, as to which she has no knowledge. 

11. She denies that the defendant Augusta Patten Glover owns 
any interest of any kind soever in the estate of Anastasia Patten 
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aforesaid; and answering the call in the said paragraph made to 
disclose what interests, if any, tliat the defendant anl her co¬ 
defendants, sisters, contracted to acquire in the deed of whioli “ Ex¬ 
hibit No. 1 ” to the said bill purports to be a copy, and what, if any, 
consideration passed from them and each of tliem to the said de¬ 
fendant Augusta Patten Glover, she states as follows : 

The said Augusta Patten Glover, in the course of the settlement 
of the estate of the said Anastasia Patten, became and at the 
13 time of the execution of the said deed, was largely indebted 
to tliis defendant and her co-defendants, sisters, to wit, in the 
sum of-and in consideration of the extinction of the said in¬ 

debtedness and the further sum of $25,000 set apart by this defend¬ 
ant and her co-defondants, sisters, for the maintenance and educa¬ 
tion of the children of the said Augusta Patten Glover, this defendant 
and her co-defendants, sisters, contracted to acquire and did acquire 
from the said Augusta Patten Glover all and every the right, title, 
interest and estate of the said Augusta Patten Glover as in and by 
the said deed stated. 

And now having fully answered she prays hence to be dismissed 
with her costs. 

EDITH A. PATTEN. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, 

Solicitor for Defendant. 


Dis-i'rict of Columbia, ss: 


Before me, a notary public, in and for the District aforesaid, per¬ 
sonally appeared Edith A. Patten, who being by me first duly 
sworn, deposes and says, that she has read the aforegoing answer by 
her subscribed and knows the contents thereof; and that the facts 
therein stated upon her personal knowledge are true, and those 
stated on information and belief, she believes to be true. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this fifth day of November, 
A. D.1901. 


[seal.] 


JOHN E. MITCHELL, 

Notary Public, D. G. 
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Anmer of Mary E. Patten et al. 


Filed January 3,1902. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


Edward White, Complainant, ^ 

against lEonitv 

Augusta Patten Glover and Others, De- j " ^ 

fendants. 1 


No. 22530. 


The joint and separate answer of the defendants Mary E. Patten, 
Josephine A. Patten, and Helen Patten to the bill of complaint in 
the above-entitled cause. 
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The said defendants, saving and reserving to themselves all and 
all manner of benefit of exception to the many errors, uncertainties 
and imperfections in the said bill contained, nevertheless, for answer 
thereunto or unto so much and such parts thereof as they are ad¬ 
vised it is material and necessary for them to answer, answering say: 

1. They admit the allegations of the first paragraph of the said 
bill to be true. 

2. They admit the allegations of the second paragraph of the said 
bill to be true. 

3. They have no knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allega¬ 
tions of the third paragraph of the said bill, and they call for strict 
proof thereof if material to their interests. 

■ 4. They admit the allegations of the fourth paragraph of the said 
bill to be true, except the allegation that Anastasia Patten 

15 therein mentioned died in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia, as to which they aver the fact to be that the said 

Anastasia Patten died in the State of Maine. 

5. They admit the allegations of the fifth paragraph of the said 
bill to be true, saving and reserving all questions of law thereby 
presented. 

6. They admit the allegations of the sixth paragraph of the said 
bill to be true, except they say that the certain “ Exhibit No. 1 ” 
therein mentioned is not a true copy of the certain deed of which it 
purports to be such copy, and they refer to the original of the said 
deed for the true terms and provisions thereof. 

7. They have no knowledge respecting the allegations of the 
seventh paragraph of the said bill, except such as is derived from 
the said allegations themselves, and they are advised that it is un¬ 
necessary for them to answer the same. 

8. They admit that as is alleged in the eighth paragraph of the 
said bill, their co-defendant, Augusta Patten Glover is not the owner 
of any personal property or of any real estate in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia subject to execution at law, and they deny the remaining 
allegations of the said paragraph. 

9. They have no knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the alle¬ 
gations of the ninth paragraph of the said bill and call for strict 
proof thereof if material to their interests. 

10. They are advised that the allegations of the tenth para- 

16 graph of the said bill present questions of law for the consid¬ 
eration of the court, and therefore do not answer the same, 

except the allegations as to the insolvepcy of the defendant Augusta 
Patten Glover, as to which they have no knowledge. 

11. They deny that the defendant Augusta Patten Glover has any 
interest of any kind soever in the estate of Anastasia Patten afore¬ 
said ; and answering the call in the said paragraph contained and 
made to disclose what, if any, interests they had contracted to con¬ 
tain in the aforesaid deed of which the said Exhibit No. 1 to the 
said bill purports to be a copy, and what, if any, consideration 
passed from them and each of them to the said defendant, Augusta 
2—1342a 
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Patten Glover, they state as follows: The estate of the said Anastasia 
Patten as hy the judgment of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia in that behalf appears was indebted to these defendants 
and their co-defendant Edith A. Patten in the sum of $574,626, and 
in the course of the administration of the said estate, the defendant 
Augusta Patten Glover was over-paid out of the personalty of the 
said estate as by the said judgment likewise appears the sum of 
$108,649.15 and the said Augusta Patten Glover became subject to 
repay the said sum, and the personal estate of the said Anastasia 
Patten having become exhausted in the administration of the said 
estate and there having been no personal assets of the said estate 
whereby and out of which these defendants and their co-defendant 
Edith A. Patten could be paid the said sum of $574,626 afore¬ 
said, the real estate formerl}'^ of the said Anastasia Patten 
became and was at the time of the execution of the said deed 

17 aforesaid liable to these defendants and their said co-defend¬ 
ant Edith A. Patten for the said sum; and in consideration 

of the extinction of the said indebtedness of the said Augusta Patten 
Glover to tlie said estate and to these defendants and their co-de¬ 
fendant Edith A. Patten and further the sum of $25,000 set apart by 
these defendants and their co-defendants for the maintenance and 
education of the children of the said Augusta Patten Glover, these 
defendants and their said co-defendant Edith A. Patten contracted 
to acquire and did acquire from the said Augusta Patten Glover all 
and every the right, title, interest and estate of the said Augusta 
Patten Glover as in and by the said deed set forth as stated. 

And now having fully answered they pray hence to be dismissed 
with their costs. 

MARY E. PATTEN. 

JOSEPHINE A. PATTEN. 

HELEN PATTEN. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, SoPr. 

District or Columbia, ss : 

Before me a notary public in and for the District aforesaid person¬ 
ally appeared Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten and Helen Patten, 
who being by me first dulj’^ sworn depose and say that they have 
read the aforegoing answer by them subscribed and know the con¬ 
tents thereof; and that the facts therein stated upon their personal 
knowledge are true, and those stated upon information and belief 
they believe to be true. 

MARY E. PATTEN. 

JOSEPHINE A. PATTEN. 

HELEN PATTEN. 

18 Subscribed and sworn to before me this fifth day of Novem¬ 
ber, A. D. 1901. 

[seal.] 


JOHN E. MITCHELL, 

Notai'y Public, D. G. 
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Answ&i' of Augiista P. Glover. 

Filed January 25,1902. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Edward White, Complainant, ) 

vs. > Equity. No. 22530. 

Augusta Patten Glover and Others.) 

The separate answer of the defendant Augusta Patten Glover to 
the bill of complaint in the above entitled cause. 

This defendant, saving and reserving to herself all and all manner 
of benefit of exception to the many errors, uncertainties and imper¬ 
fections in the said bill contained, nevertheless, for answer thereunto, 
or unto so much and such parts thereof as she is advised it is ma¬ 
terial and necessay for her to answer, answering says: 

1. For answer to the first paragraph of the bill of complaint, she 
says that she has no knowledge of the matters and things therein 
alleged and neither admits nor denies the same. 

2. For answer to the second paragraph of the bill of com- 

19 plaint, she says, that she admits that she is a resident of the 
city of Providence, in tlie State of Rhode Island. Her co-de¬ 
fendants are her sisters, who are citizens of the United States and 
residents of the District of Columbia. She has no knowledge of the 
other matters and things alleged in the said paragrapli and neither 
admits nor denies the same. 

3. For answer to the third paragraph of the bill of complaint she 
says that she denies that the so called judgment at law against her 
in the circuit court of the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 
in the said paragraph mentioned, is a valid judgment against her; 
and she says that said judgment is as to her altogether null and 
void. No service of the process of the court therein mentioned was 
ever made upon her, nor did she ever at any time authoiize any at¬ 
torney to appear for her in the said cause; the first information she 
received that the suit in which the said alleged judgment was ob¬ 
tained, had been instituted against her, or any of the proceedings 
therein mentioned had been taken, was received by the commence¬ 
ment of the proceedings against her in this case. 

4. For answer to the fourth paragraph of the bill of complaint, 
she admits its allegations to be true, except that it is not true that 
her mother died in the city of Washington, she having died in the 
State of Maine; nor does she admit that the real estate of her mother 
constituted the bulk of her estate. 

5. For answer to the fifth paragraph of the bill of com- 

20 plaint, she admits its allegations to be true except that she 
does not admit that the lots of ground specifically mentioned. 
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aggregate a total valuation of more than two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars ($250,000.00). 

6. For answer to the sixth paragraph of the bill of complaint 
she admits that she executed the deed which is now of record in 
Liber No. 2537, folio 393 etc., one of the land records of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia; but she does not admit that Exhibit 1 filed with 
the bill of complaint is a true copy of the said deed. 

7. For answer to the seventh paragraph of the bill of complaint 
she admits the execution by her of the deed in said paragraph 
mentioned. 

8. For answer to the eighth paragraph of the bill of complaint 
slje says that she is not the owner of any personal property or of 
any real estate in the District of Columbia; but she denies that 
either of the deeds referred to in paragraphs six and seven of the 
complaint was made with the fraudulent intents and purposes 
alleged in the said eighth paragraph of the bill of complaint, or 
with any of the said alleged fraudulent intents and purposes, or 
with any fraudulent intent and purpose whatsoever; but each of 
the said deeds was made in good faith and for full and valuable con¬ 
sideration ; and in reference to the allegations in said eighth para¬ 
graph contained that the said deeds were made with the intent to 
defraud the complainant, this defendant says that neither she nor 
any of her sisters nor said Shands, at the times the said deeds were 
executed, had any knowledge or information that the complainant 

claimed to be a creditor of this defendant. 

21 9. For answer to the ninth paragraph of the bill of com¬ 

plaint, she says that she does not admit that the proceedings 
of the circuit court of the city of St. Louis pretended to be set forth 
in the said paragraph, are therein truly set forth, and calls for full 
proof of any proceedings of said court which may be relied on as 
establishing any indebtedness on her part to the complainant; but 
again denying that she had any knowledge of the institution or 
pendency of the suit in said paragraph referred to, or of any of the 
proceedings therein, until the bill of complaint in this case was filed, 
she again denies that the proceedings which resulted in the obtain¬ 
ing against her of the said alleged judgment, were so conducted as 
to make the said judgment a valid judgment against her. 

And further answering the said ninth paragraph she denies that 
the consideration for the conveyance of the property conveyed by 
her to Aurelius R. Shands mentioned in the seventh paragraph of 
the bill of complaint, was a nominal consideration, but on the con¬ 
trary the respondent says it was a full consideration ; and she fur¬ 
ther again denies that in selling and conveying the said property to 
the said purchaser she had aii)'' intent or purpose of defrauding the 
complainant in the collection of his alleged judgment, of which 
judgment, or that the complainant claimed to be a creditor of hers, 
she had never heard at the time of making the said -sale, or at the 
time of making said conveyance; the said sale, conveyance and 
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purchase were made in perfect good faith on her part and on the 
part of the purchaser. 

10? For answer to the tenth paragrapli of the bill of com- 

22 plaint she says that she was not living in the city of Wash¬ 
ington or in the District of Columbia, at any time in the year 

1901, and had not lived there at any time for many years prior to the 
year 19101; and was, at the time of the filing of the bill of complaint, 
living in Providence, Rhode Island, and is now living there ; she 
admits that she has no propert}"^ in the District of Columbia upon 
which any execution upon the judgment referred to in the said 
paragraph could be levied; she denies that she is insolvent, and 
does not admit any indebtedness on her part to the complainant. 

11. For answer to the eleventh paragraph of the bill of com¬ 
plaint she says that she has no interest o?' any kind or description 
whatsoever, in the estate of her mother; and in reference to the 
call made in the said paragraph, and in the second prayer for relief, 
that the disclose in this answer what extent of interest she intended 
to convey by the deeds mentioned in paragraphs six and seven of 
the bill of complaint, she says that each of said deeds speaks for 
itself, and she intended in and by each of said deeds, to convey all 
the property and rights which said deeds respectively purport to 
convey. 

And having fully answered the said bill of complaint, she prays 
that the same may be dismissed with costs. 

AUGUSTA PATTEN-GLOVER. 

BERNARD CARTER, 

Sol’r for Respondent. 

23 State of New York, \sct- 

City of Neiv York, Biwrough of Manhattan, f 

I hereby certify that on this 23rd day of January, in the year 
nineteen hundred and two, before the subscriber, a notary public, of 
the State of New York, duly commissioned and qualified, and re¬ 
siding in the b(/,rrough of Manhattan in the city of New York, per¬ 
sonally ap[)eared Augusta Patten Glover, who being by me first 
duly sworn, deposes and says that she has read the aforegoing an¬ 
swer by her subscribed, and knows the contents thereof; and that 
the facts therein stated upon her personal knowledge are true, and 
those stated upon information and belief, she believes to be true. 

CHAS. H. HOLT, 

[seal.] Notary Public, N. Y. Co., ^ 122. 


Replication. 

Piled February 4,1902. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 
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Edward White, Complainant, I 

Ts. V Equity. No. 22530. 

Augusta Patten Glover and Others, j 

2 

The complainant hereby joins issue with the defendants Mary E., 
3 5 4 1 

Josephine A. and Helen Patten; and Edith A. Patten, Augusta 

6 

Patten Glover and Aurelius R. Shands. 

DUDLEY & MICHENER, 
CLAYTON E. EMIG, 

Sol’rs for Compl’ts. 

24 Depositions Jor Complainant. 

Filed January 19,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward White, Complainant, | 

vs. y 

Augusta Patten Glover et al., Defendants, j 

In the above-entitled cause, by reason of the absence from St. 
Louis heretofore of Thos. T. Fauntleroy, Esq., counsel for defend¬ 
ants, it having been and by reason of engagements of said counsel 
in court and professionally, it now is impossible to complete the 
taking of evidence in St. Louis within the period limited by the last 
extension of time, to-wit, that ending December 20,1902, it is agreed 
that plaintiff may have until and including December 27,1902, 
within which to complete his testimony in St. Louis and that such 
testimony when taken may be read subject to all proper objections 
as to competency, in the cause, as is taken in compliance with rules 
as to time heretofore entered in the cause. 

CHESTER H. KRUM, For Complainant. 
THOS. T. & C. H. FAUNTLEROY,- 

For Defendants. 

St. Louis, December 19,1902. 


25 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


Edward White, Complainant, 

V. 

Augusta Patten Glover et al.. De¬ 
fendants. 


1 

I No. 22530. 


In Equity. 
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Depositions of witnesses produced, sworn, and examined on this 
twenty-seventh day of Decemher, 1902, between the hours of eight 
o’clock iif the forenoon and six o’clock in the afternoon of that 
day, at the office of Charles Erd, Esquire, in the Carleton building, 
situated at the northeast corner of Sixth and Olive streets, in the 
city of St. Louis and State of Missouri, before me, Charles Erd, a 
notary public within and for the said city and State, in a certain 
cause now pending in the supreme court of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, between Edward White, as complainant, and Augusta 
Patten Glover and others, defendants, on the part of the plain¬ 
tiff, there appearing as counsel for the plaintiff Chester H. Krum, 
Esquire, and for the defendants Thomas T. Fauntleroy, Esquire. 

By agreement and in pursuance of a stipulation heretofore en¬ 
tered into between the attorney for the plaintiff and the attorney for 
the defendants, which stipulation is attached hereto and made a 
part of this record, the testimony of the following witnesses was 
taken; it being further agreed that the testimony may be taken in 
shofthand and written out by the stenographer and the signatures 
of the respective witnesses waived. 

26 James B. Johnson, a witness for the plaintiff, of lawful age, 
having been duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 

, Direct examination. 

By Mr. Krum : 

I 

Q. \Vhat is your name? A. James B. Johnson. 

Q. Where do you reside? A. In the city of St. Louis, Mo. 

Q. Mr. Johnson, I show you two notes for the sum of $5400 each, 
dated New York, February 12th, 1895, purporting to be signed by 
Augusta Patten Glover, to the order of John M. Glover, payable one 
year after date, and I will ask you, in the first place, whether you 
know the handwriting of Augusta Patten Glover? A. I was pres¬ 
ent when she signed the notes at the Grenoble hotel, in New York. 

Q. That is, she signed these particular notes in your presence ? 
A. She signed those two notes in my presence. 

Q. Are those what might he termed “ original ” notes, or are they 
► notes which were given in renewal of other notes? A. Those are 
notes given in renewal of other notes dated one year prior. 

Q. Is the signature “Augusta Patten Glover” there in the hand¬ 
writing of Augusta Patten Glover ? A. It is. 

Q. And was made in your presence? A. Yes, sir; I was in New 
York at the time. 

27 Q. State what, if anything, was the consideration of the 
original notes, in renewal of which these two notes were given ? 

A. The original notes were dated February 12th, 1894, one year 
after date, and were given, one note, for fifty shares of the capital 
stock of the St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company, certificate No. 11, 
and the other note for a like amount was given on the same date. 
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also for fifty shares of the capital stock of the St. Louis Transfer 
Railroad Company, certificate No. 4. 

Q. Who, if you know, furnished the money to Augusta Patten 
Glover by reason of which she gave tliese original notes? 

Counsel for the defendants objected as leading. 

A. I furnished the mone)’^ for Mr. Edward White, of New York. 

Q. Have you any papers connected with these original notes? 
A. Yes, sir. 

(Witness here produced two papers.) 

Q. I show you a pajier dated the 12th day of February, 1894, pur¬ 
porting to be signed by Augusta Patten Glover, and will get you to 
state who, if you know, signed that paper? A. Augusta Patten 
Glover. I did not see the receipt signed. 

Q. But do you know the handwriting ? A. Yes, sir. 

Counsel for the defendants moved to strike out the answer of the 
witness with reference to who signed the paper in question, as hear¬ 
say evidence and as a conclusion of the witness. 

28 Q. Do you know the handwriting of Augusta Patten Glover? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I will get 5 'ou to state in whose handwriting the signature is to 
the paper which I now show you, dated the 12th day of February, 
1894. A. It is in the handwriting of Augusta Patten Glover. 

Counsel for plaintiff here read said paper in evidence. Said paper 
is in words and figures as follows, to-wit; 

“Received of Edward White, Esq., this 12th da}'^ of Feb’}’', 1894, 
certificate No. 11 of St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company for 50 
shares, same being consideration for my note of this date, payable 
one year after date, for $5400.00. 

(Signed) AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER.” 

Counsel for defendants, objecting as incompetent, irrelevant, im¬ 
material, no foundation having been laid for the introduction of the 
paper, and as hearsay evidence. 

Q. I understand you, Mr. Johnson, to state that you know the 
signature of Mrs. Glover? A. Yes, sir; I have had several notes 
endorsed by her. 

Q. You have seen her write ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, have you any receipt connected with certificate No. 4 of 
the St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company? A. I have not. 

Q. The receipt which has been introduced in evidence 

29 here covers fifty shares of the St. Louis Transfer Railroad 
Company’s stock? A. Yes, sir; certificateNo.il. 

Q. Now, what was the transaction with reference to certificate 
No. 4? A. I also sold her certificate No. 4 for Mr. White for fifty 
shares of stock in the St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company, and 
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also received a note for $5400.00 from her, bearing date of February 
12tb, 1894, due one year after date. 

Q Was any receipt, if you remember, given in that transaction ? 
A. I do not now recall. That is, for certificate No. 4. I delivered 
the stock, though, in person. 

Q. To whom ? A. To Mrs. Glover, aijd received her note. 

Q. Was that the case also with certificate No. 11 ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You also delivered that to her? A. Yes, sir. Certificate No. 
11 was the Wolflfe certificate, and certificate No. 4 was the Hargadine 
certificate. 

Q. But you delivered both of them to her ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I understand you to have identified these notes which I have 
shown you, dated February 12,1895, as being renewal notes of orig¬ 
inals for the same amount given one year prior? A. Yes, sir; 
to-wit, February 12th, 1894. 

Counsel for plaintiff next offered in evidence note dated New 
York, February 12th, 1895, for $5400.00, due one year from date 
to the order of John M. Glover, signed by Augusta Patten 

30 Glover, together with the endorsement thereon. 

Counsel for defendants objected as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial. 

Said note is more particularly in words and figures as follows, 
to-wit: 

“ $5400. New York, FeVy iWi, 1895. 

“ One year after date I promise to pay to the order of John M. 
Glover five thousand four hundred dollars, the same to be a charge 
on my separate estate, value received with interest from date at the 
rate of six per cent, per annum. 

(Signed) AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER.” 

Endorsed on the back thereof, “ John M. Glover.” 

Said note was for the purpose of identification marked Exhibit B. 
Counsel for plaintiff next offered in evidence note dated New 
York, February 12th, 1895, for $5400.00, signed by Augusta Patten 
Glover, to the order of John M. Glover, payable one year after date, 
together with the endorsement thereon. 

Counsel for defendants objected as incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial. 

Said note is for the purpose of identification marked Exhibit C, 
and is in words and figures as follows, to wit: 

“$5400. New York, 12^^,1895. 

One year after date I promise to pay to the order of John M. 
Glover five thousand four hundred dollars, the same to be a charge 
on my separate estate, value received, with interest from date 

31 at the rate of six per cent, per annum. 

(Signed) AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER.” 

Endorsed on the back thereof “ John M. Glover.” 

3—1342a 
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Counsel for plaintiff next offered in evidence in connection 
with the two notes just offered in evidence the two cei'tificates of 
protest accompanying said notes. Said certificates are respective!}’^ 
in words and figures as follows, having first been marked for the 
purpose of identification, respectively, Exhibits D and E. 

Exhibit D. 

Filed May 10, 1898—9.30 a. m. Thomas B. Rodgers, Cl’k. Filed 

Nov. 20,1897. T. L. Crawford, Clerk. 

United States of America, 1 

> y nrt • 

State of New York, Oity and County of Neiu York, f 

On the 13th day of February in the year of our Lord one thou¬ 
sand eight hundred and ninety-six at the request of the Chase 
National Bank of the City of New York, I, the subscriber, a notary 
public of the State of New York, duly commissioned and sworn, 
did present the original promissory note hereto annexed to the pay¬ 
ing teller of the Chase national bank, in the city of New York 
(being the place where the said promissory note is payable), and 
demanded payment thereof, which was refused, saying 

“ Have received no instructions about payment ” 

Whereupon, I, the said notary, at the request aforesaid, did pro¬ 
test, and by these presents do iniblicly and solemnl}’ protest, as well 
as against the makers and endorsers of said promissoiy note 
32 as against all others whom it doth, or may concern, for ex¬ 
change, re-exchange and all costs, damages, and interest 
already incurred and to be hereafter incurred for want of payment 
of said promissory note. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set mj’ hand and affixed 
my seal at the city of New York, aforesaid. 

[seal.] W. 0. JONES, 

Notary Public for Kings County. 

Certificate filed in New York county. 

Exhibit E. 

Filed May 10,1898—9.30 a. m. Thos. B. Rodgers, Clerk. Filed 

Nov. 20,1897. T. L. Crawford, Clerk. 

United States of America, I 

State of New York, Oity and County of New York, j 

On the 13th day of February, in the year of Lord, one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-six at the request of the Chase National 
Bank of the City of New York, I, the subscriber, a notary public of 
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the State of New York, duly commissioued and sworn, did present 
the original promissory note hereto annexed to the paying teller of 
the Chase national bank in the city of New York, (being the place 
where the said promissory note is payable), and demanded pay¬ 
ment thereof, which was refused, sajnng “ Have received no in¬ 
structions about payment ” 

Whereupon, I, the said notary, at the request aforesaid, did pro¬ 
test, and by these presents do publicly and solemnly protest, 

33 as well against the makers and endorsers of said promissory 
notes as against all others whom it doth or may concern, for 

exchange, re-exchange, and all costs, damages and interest already 
incurred and to be hereafter incurred for want of payment of said 
promissory note. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my seal at the city of New York', afoi'esaid. 

[seal.] W. 0. JONES, 

Notary Public for Kings Chunty. 

Certificate filed in New York county. 

34 Counsel for defendants objecting to the introduction of said 
certificates separately as incompetent, irrelevant and imma¬ 
terial. 

Q. I will get you to state, Mr. Johnson, where, if you know, John 
M. Glover lived in the month of May, 1898? A. He lived right 
here. 

Q. In the city of St. Louis? A. Yes sir. 

Q. What relation, if you know, did John M. Glover bear to 
Augusta Patten Glover ? A. He was her husband. John M. Glover 
left St. Louis on May 31st, 1899. (Witness here referring to a 
memorandum.) 

Q. At what place, if you know, in the month of May, 1898, did 
John M. Glover live in St. Louis? A. Mr. Glover lived at the West 
End hotel, and had offices in the Security building, St. Louis, from 
November 15th, 1895 to May 31st, 1899. 

Q. In the month of May, 1898, to your personal knowledge, was 
Mrs. Glover here in St. Louis with her husband, John M. Glover? 
A. I think so. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the answer of the wit¬ 
ness as a conclusion of the witness. 

Q. I call your attention to the entry upon the files in the case of 
Edward White vei'sus Augusta Patten Glover, No. 10,646, the entry 
of the issue of the summons on the 9th of May, 1898, and will get 
you to state whetlier to your personal knowledge the defendant, 
Augusta Patten Glover, was then resident in the city of St. Louis 
with her husband? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And where did they live at that time ? A. At the West 
End hotel. 


35 
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Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Fauntleroy : 

Q. Mr. Johnson, how many times did you see Mrs. Glover in the 
year 1898? A. I could not state the number of times. 

Q. Can you approximate it? A. I called with them to look at a 
house that, according to my recollection, belonged to Valle Rey- 
burn out on Lindell avenue. I met them the following Sunday at 
the southwest corner of Newstead and Lindell avenues on the corner 
occupied by the Lindell- Avenue Methodist church, and I had a 
conversation witli them tliere. I also saw them at the West End 
liotel. I also had a communication from the proprietor of the West 
End hotel. 

Counsel for defendants moved to, strike out the last part of the 
answer of the witness as hearsay and as not responsive to the 
question. 

Q. The question I put to you was, how many times in 1898, did 
you personally see Mrs. Glover? A. I could not say, Mr. 
Fauntleroy. 

Q. Would you testify that you saw her once in 1898 ? A. I think 
I saw her two or three times, but I did not speak to her. 

Q. No more than three times at the most in 1898? A. AVell, as 
near as I recollect, and those are only vague memories. 

36 Q. So that you can only recollect of having met Mrs. 

Glover in the city of St. Louis or in the State of Missoui’i 
once in 1898? A. Well, I am not so certain. After the time she 
was married, from the time she was married until the time she left 
here, I probably saw her fifteen times. 

Q. The question that I put to you is, how many times can you 
with certainty recollect having seen Mrs. Glover in the city of St. 
Louis, or in tlie State of Missouri, in the year 1898 ? Not how many 
times you probably might liave seen her, but how many times do 
you positively recollect having seen her? A. I could not answer 
accuratelv, but I have a letter here- 

Q. (Interrupting.) Well, never mind the letter. I am asking you 
for your memory? A. Oh, I do not recollect. 

Q. You do recollect, though, having seen her once in that time ? 
A. Well, I went with them to look at a house, it might have been 
the last part of 1897. The house was Mr. Reyburn’s. The follow¬ 
ing Sunday I saw them, and the next time we walked around to 
look at another house which belonged to Mr. Stephenson. Mr. 
Glover went in, but his wife and I myself did not. The proprietor 
of the West End hotel came to see me and took me out in the corri¬ 
dor and asked some questions about Mr. Grover, but I do not re¬ 
member exactly when that was. 

Q. It might have been the year 1897 ? A. Yes sir; it might 
have been. 

Q. Now, can you recollect of any other occasion when with 


37 
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certainty you can testify of your own knowledge that you 
saw Mrs. Glover in the city of St. Louis or the State of Missouri from 
that time on during the year 1898 ? A. No, sir. 

Q. So that the only time that you ever saw Mrs. Glover that you 
have any certain knowledge of in tlie State of Missouri was this one 
time that you have testified to, which possibly you say was in 1897? 
A. No, I have seen her a half a dozen times. 

Q. When and where? A. I could not state. I was introduced 
to her by her husband and went to see the property. 

Q. And you cannot say when that was? A. Not accurately, no, 
sir. 

Q. Nor can you say how many times? A. Not accurately, no, sir. 

Q. You and she were strangers, were you not, in the sense that- 

A. (Interrupting.) I never knew her except when introduced to her 
by her husband. 

Q. Now, did you ever see her in the West End hotel ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How many times? A. I could not say. 

Q. Can you approximate it? A. No, sir. 

Q. More than once? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Twice? A. I could not say. 

Q. Well, it was very rarely that you ever saw her there ? 

38 A. No, sir; it was quite common. 

Q. What was tlie occasion of your seeing her in the West 
End hotel? A. Well, I had previously boarded at the West End 
hotel with my family. Mr. Glover was trying to negotiate some 
notes with her endorsement, and he had asked me to meet him and 
his wife to visit the property on Lindell avenue; and the proprietor 
of the hotel, Mr. Summers, asked me about their responsibility and 
I was frequently at the West End hotel to send out telegraphic mes¬ 
sages, walking clown from my house, and we called there on Sundays 
on persons whom we knew. Mrs. Johnson would call on guests at 
the hotel. 

Q. And on those occasions you saw Mrs. Glover there ? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. How frequently? A. I could not state. 

Q. What year was that ? A. I could not state the year. 

Q. Nor do you remember now many times you saw her there? 
A No, sir. 

Q. Where would you see her on these occasions? A. I saw her 
once in the parlor that I remember distinctly. 

Q. What was she doing then? A. I do not remember. She had 
grown stout. 

Q. And did you speak to her? A. No, sir. 

39 Q. You just simply looked into the parlor and saw her 
there ? A. No, sir; I was there with Mrs. Johnson making 

a call. 

Q. Well, you and Mrs. Johnson happened to be in the parlor? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you saw Mrs. Glover there? . A. Yes, sir. 


f 
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Q. You do not know what she was doing there? A. No, sir; she 
resided there. 

Q. How do 3 ’^ou know they resided there? A. John M. Glover 
told me so, and the pi’oprietor told me so, and asked me about his 
responsibility. 

Q. And it is upon that information that j’ou made the statement 
to Mr. Krum that she lived at the West End hotel in 1898? A. 
She told me so herself. 

Q. When ? A. When we were looking at a house. 

Q. When was that—in 1898? A. I do not remember the year. 
Q. Well, it was the first occasion you have testified to ? A. No, I 
examined the books out there, and if j’ou will let me examine the 
books I may tell. 

Q. Examine what books ? A. The hotel books. 

Q. What hotel ? A. The West End hotel. 

Q. What books of the West End hotel ? A. The ledger 

40 where his account was kept. 

Q. What was j'our purpose in examining the ledger where 
Mr. Glover’s account was kept ? A. I went out there for the pur¬ 
pose of reviving my memory. 

Q. On what point? A. On the point as to the time when they 
were there, among other things. 

Q. For what purpose? A. Mr. Summers had told me that they 
were behind in their pav, and asked me about them and I told him 
that she was a wealth}' lady. 

Q. When was this that you examined the books of the West End 
hotel ? A. Oh, I was out to look at the books a month or two ago. 

Q. For the purpose of testifying in tins suit? A. AVell, I went 
for the purpose of seeing, in the first place, Mr. Summers to get him 
to testify. 

Q. And you made an investigation of tiie books at that time? A. 
No, sir; Mr. Summers had left and gone to the Crescent hotel ? 

Q. Where ? A. Down here in Arkansas. 

Q. And on this occasion you looked at the books of the hotel ? 
A. No sir, not exactly. I asked to look ax the books ot the hotel. 

Q. For the purpose of getting information with reference 

41 to this suit ? A. No sir, to get information as to when Glover 
himself had left there. 

Q. Now, the accounts that you say you examined thereof the 
West End hotel were the accounts of Mr. Glover? A. They had 
no distinct accounts, as I understand. They had it as JohnM. 
Glover’s family. 

Q. Please listen to what I ask you. They were John M. Glover’s 
accounts that you examined. A. John M. Glover’s family’s ac¬ 
counts. 

Q. AVas there any account there against Mrs. Glover by name? 
A. Not by name. 

Q. Mr.’Glover had children? A. I saw one. I have seen one 
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with the nurse, but I do not know whether there were any others 
or not. 

Q. You knew he did have one child ? Yes, sir; I saw one. 

Q. Now, there were no accounts there against Mrs. Glover? A. I 
saw none against her individually. 

Q. Now, it is upon that examination and upon that kind of in¬ 
formation that you base your statement to Judge Krum that Mrs. 
Glover resided here and lived at the West End hotel in St. Louis in 
May, 1898, is it not ? A. Partly. 

Q. Well, what other information have you got? A. I have seen 
Mrs. Glover and talked with her, as I told you. 

42 Q. How many times? A. I do not know; and they were 
looking for a residence, but I could not say whether that 

was in 1898 or not. 

Q. Well, 3 'ou met Mrs. Glover on this one occasion that jmu re¬ 
member distinctly of, and any other times you met them at the 
AVest End hotel ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. AVhere did you meet them in the West End hotel? A. In 
the parlor. 

Q. Dressed ready to go out calling ? A. No, sir; I saw her in the 
parlor, and in the dining room, and I saw Mr. and Mrs. Glover 
come into the diningroom where we were sitting at the table. 

Q. What year was this? A. I could not say exactly. 

Q. Now on what other information do you base your statement 
that Mrs. Glover was residing at the AVest End hotel, in this city, in 
May, 1898, in response to Judge Krum’s question? A. I think there 
was service had on her at the AYest End hotel. 

Q. Service by whom ? A. By one of the officers of the law. 

Q. And jmu got that information in regard to the service by the 
return of the officer on the back of the writ, did you not? A. Yes, 
sir; from the United States court. 

Q. AYell, what other information have you got upon which 3 mu 
base the statement that she was residing at the AYest End hotel in 
Ma 3 ’', 1898? A. I have no other information that I know of. 

43 Q. You were not present when the writ in the U. S. court 
was .served on her, were 3 mu? A. No, sir. 

Q. AYas that the U. S. court or the State court ? A. I think there 
was one in the U. S. court and one in the State court. 

Q. AYell, the return, of the sheriff in the State court in the case 
of Edward AYhite v. Augusta Patten Glover, in suit, which is num¬ 
bered 10,646 in court room No. 5 of the circuit court, city of St. 
Louis, is also what you base 3 ’'our information on, is it not ? A. 
AYell, I have not seen that. 

Q. But I am now speaking of what you now recollect, and not 
what you may be able to ascertain. AYhat information have you 
got of 3 mur own individual recollection ? A. I have no other in¬ 
formation. 

Q. Do you know whether the return of the sheriff in the U. S. 
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court of any writ served upon her showed her as living at the West 
End hotel? A. Well, the papers will show for themselves. 

Q. Well, but you have undertaken to testify as to what 3 'ou base 
your statement on that in May, 1898, she was I’esiding and living "at 
the West End Hotel of St. Louis. Now, what I want to get at is 
your independent recollection ? A. Well, I have stated all 1 know. 
I do not recollect anj'thing further. 

Q. You never visited her socially ? A. No, sir. 

0,. And the times when jmu did see her was on business? 

44 A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Matters connected with the possible purchase of a house 
as \’ou have testified? A. No, sir; I saw her in New York. I saw 
her there as well as in St. Louis. 

Q. Did you have aii}’’ conversation with her then ? A. As to 
what ? 

Q. As to where she lived in 1898? A. No, sir. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the answer of the wit¬ 
ness as to where Mrs. Glover lived or resided in Ma}’^, 1898, as hear¬ 
say and as a mere conclusion of the witness. 

Q. Do jmu know whether at any time that jmu met Mrs. Glover 
in the city of St. Louis, Missouri, she was living in marital relations 
with her husband to your knowledge? A. Onl}’’ from appearances. 

Q. What appearances? AVhat do jmu mean? A. They were 
walking together on the street, and were looking for a house to¬ 
gether. 

Q. That is the occasion ^mu have testified to? A. No, sir; I took 
them around to Fisher & Company. 

Q. On another occasion ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was that? A. I could not sa}'; and the}'’went out to look 
at a house on Lindell avenue that Fischer wanted to show them. 

Q. Well, these two times that you can recollect seeing her 

45 in St. Louis during their married life are all that you can re¬ 
member? A. During their married life? 

Q. Yes sir ? A. I met them twenty times. 

Q. Do you know when they were married ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When ? A. About 1888. 

Q. In the year 1888 ? A. Yes, sir. I was invited to the wedding. 

Q. Do you know when they separated ? A. No sir. 

Q. Do you know when they ceased living together as man and 
wife? A. No, sir. 

Q. So that from 1888, the time when they were married, up to the 
time they left here, or up to the time she left here, you met them 
twenty times ? A. I say approximately. 

Q. Well, I say, twenty times more or less ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where would you meet them? A. Various places. 

Q. Well, name some of them ? A. Well, Lindell avenue. 

Q. What place on Lindell avenue ? A. No place. Riding in a 
carriage and I was riding in another one. 
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Q. Where else did you meet them ? A. Also I saw them 

46 at their house in Vandeventer place that John M. Glover 
had bought prior to his marriage or about the time of his 

marriage of Mr. Leath. 

Q. Well, what other places? A. Oh, various places ; I could not 
name them all. 

Q. All casually? A. Yes, sir; except the two or three times I 
have mentioned. 

Q. When you went with them to look at houses ? A. Well, when 
I met them to show them a house. 

Q. Showing you the paper marked Exhibit A, Mr. Johnson, which 
' is the receipt which Judge Kruni has had identified and which has 
been offered in evidence here, dated February 12th, 1894, and 
signed “Augusta Patten Glover.” You say that you did not see her 
sign her name to that receipt Exhibit A ? A. No, sir. 

Q. How many times have you seen Mrs. Glover sign her name? 
A. Twice that are very clear in my mind. 

Q. And those two occasions were when she put her signature to 
this Exhibit B and this Exhibit C ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which are, respectively, the two notes for $5400. each, dated 
February 12th, 1895, and being the notes sued on ? A. Yes, sir; I 
saw her sign those two notes. 

Q. I say, those are the two occasions when you sa.w her sign her 
name or write? ' A. Well, no, I think I saw her write on other occa¬ 
sions. 

47 Q. Well, that is a vague recollection? A. No, sir; I rec¬ 
ollect it. She came into the Turner building away prior 

to this time and endorsed notes for Mr. Glover. 

Q. How long prior to that ? A. I could not say. 

Q. Well what notes did she endorse? A. I do not remember. 
They were paid. 

Q. Well, with the exception of this one occasion in the Turner 
building, when you say she endorsed for lier husband, on what other 
times have you seen her sign her name, outside of, her signing the 
two promissory notes, marked respectively Exhibits B and C ? A. I 
do not now recollect. 

Q. Will 3 mu take the signature of Augusta Patten Glover on the 
paper marked Exhibit A, which is the receipt dated February 12th, 
1894, which has been referred to, and look at the signature there, 
and also look at the respective signatures on Exhibits B and 
C, and take the letter “ P ” in the middle name “ Patten ” and 
see whether or not those letters are made the same as the “ P ” in 
Exhibit A ? A. (Examining the papers referred to.) The same 
general tenor and construction to a moral certainty; without the 
shadow of a doubt or any misgivings; and admitted by her. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out that part of the an¬ 
swer of the witness wherein it is slated that the defendant Augusta 
Patten Glover admitted it to be her signature, as not responsive to 
the question. 

4 1342a 
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Q. Now, will you take the letter “ G ” in the word “ Glover ’’ 

48 on the paper marked Exhibit A being the receipt dated 
February 12 th, 1894, and take the letter “G” in the word 

“ Glover ” on the notes marked resi^ectively Exhibits B and C, 
dated respectively February 12tli, 1895, and state whether or not 
they are alike in your judgment? A. ddiey are alike in construc¬ 
tion in my judgment, and made by the same party. 

Q. Do you base your statement that Exhibit A, which is the re¬ 
ceipt which has been offered in evidence and dated February 12th, 
1894, was signed by the defendant Augusta Patten Glover in any 
degree upon your idea of the similarity of the signature on the re¬ 
ceipt in question which is marked Exhibit A and dated February 
12th, 1894, and the signatures on each one of the notes marked re¬ 
spectively Exhibits B and C, and dated February 12th, 1895? A. I 
would base it upon the fact that the signatui’es are the same. 

Q. Well, what do you base it on, I ask ? A. On comparison for 
one thing. 

Q. With the signatures on Exhibits B and C? A. And the fact 
that it is admitted by her. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the last part of the 
answer of the witness as hearsay and as not responsive to the 
question. 

A. (Resuming:) No, that is not hearsa 3 ^ That is a fact. 

Q. Where did you get Exhibit A, which is the receipt dated 
February 12 th, 1894, purporting to be signed by Augusta Patten 
Glover, and referred to by Judge Krum ? A. I don’t know who 
gave that receipt. 

49 Q. Where did you get it ? A. I think Mr. Glover gave it 
to me. That was either given to me in St. Louis or sent 

to me. 

Q. Where was Mrs. Glover at that time ? A. I could not say. 

Q. And it was given to 3 mu or sent to you by her husband ? A. 
Yes sir, I think so. 

Q. Do 3 mu know where Mr. Glover was when he sent it to 3 mu or 
gave it to 3 ’ou ? A. Well, I think he was in St. Louis. 

Q. Do you know through what channels it was sent, if it was sent 
at all ? A. No, sir. 

Q. What was the occasion of Mr. Glover delivering or sending 
you this receipt marked Exhibit A, dated February 12th, 1894, 
which has been referred to heretofore ? A. I do not recall now what 
was the occasion. 

Q. That receipt, marked Exhibit A, which I have been speaking 
of says: 

“ Received of Edward White, Esquire, this 12th day of February 
1894, certificate No. 11 of the St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company 
for fift 3 ' shares, same being consideration for my note of this date, 
payable one 3 'ear after date, for $5400, 

(Signed) AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER. 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what I want to ask you is, what was the reason or 
what was the occasion for Mr. Glover sending you or giving you 
that receipt? A. I had delivered the stock, and I sent that re¬ 
ceipt, as you will see here by my entry in the books here, to 
Mr. White. 

Q. I do not care for your books now. All I want to 

50 know is what was the occasion for Mr. Glover sending you 
or deliv^ering to you that receipt which I have just read? 

A. Well, it was because I wanted a receipt from her (Mrs. Augusta 
Patten Glover) to show that I had delivered the stock, so that I 
could send it back to Mr. White, at New York. 

Q. Send what back to Mr. White ? A. Why, that receipt. 

Q. You do not know the date on which you got this receipt 
marked Exhibit A and dated February 12tb, 1894, do you ? A. 
About the time of its date. 

Q. But the exact time you cannot tell ? A. I think it must have 
been within a day or two of the date of it. 

Q. Now, explain to me again why you wanted this receipt Ex¬ 
hibit A dated February 12th, 1894? A. To show that I had de¬ 
livered the stock. 

Q. Why did you want to show that you had delivered the stock ? 
A. Because the stock belonged to Mr. White, and I wanted to 
show to him that I had delivered it. 

Q. What Mr. White ? A. Mr. Edward White, of New York. 

Q. Who is the plaintiff in this case ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he have to do with the matter in question ? A. 
He owned the stock. 

51 Q. In whose name was that stock? A. The stock was in 
the name of Marcus A. Wollfe; that is certificate No. 11. 

Q. You got that information from your books, did you not? A. 
No, sir; I had it in my head and know about it. 

Q. Well, why do you refer to your books now? A. Just because 
I wanted to see the date and the number of the certificate, because I 
keep an exact set of books, even down to a postage stamps. 

Q. Did Mr. White ever have the fifty shares of stock contained in 
certificate No. 11 of the St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company, just 
mentioned in Exhibit A, or did you have it ? A. I had it myself 
all the time; no, I had it part of the time, and he had it part of the 
time in New York. 

Q. Who had it at the time that you say Mrs. Glover purchased 
it? A. It was in my possession as agent or broker. 

Q. And how long had you had it? A. That I could not say. 

Q. What was the occasion of your being in New York on Febru¬ 
ary 12th. 1895, at the date of these two notes marked Exhibits B and 
C ? A. Mr. John M. Glover and I went on to New York together, 
and the notes had matured, or were about to mature, and he wanted 
to have them renewed, and he paid my expenses to New York to 
negotiate with Mr. White for the renewal of the notes. 
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52 Q, Well, when you say “to negotiate with Mr. White for 
the renewal of the notes,” you do not mean the renewal of the 

notes marked Exhibits B and C, dated February 12th, 1895? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. But you mean two preceding notes or two prior notes for a like 
amount? A. Yes, sir; dated one year prior to wit, Feb’y 12,1894. 

Q. I say, for two preceding notes? A. Yes, sir. Here is a letter 
from him on the subject. (Producing a lettex.) 

Q. Well, never mind that. They were two preceding notes? A. 
Yes, sir; the original notes were dated February 12th, 1894. 

Q. They were two notes for $5400.00 each? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What has become of those two notes? A. Those two notes 
were surrendered to her. 

Q. You mean Mrs. Augusta Patten Glover? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you do not know whether they are in existence now or 
not? A. No, sir. 

Q. And when yon say “ her ” you mean Mrs. Glover ? A. Yes, sir. 
I was personally present. She would not sign the new notes unless 
she could get the old ones. You can see that at a glance. They 
were surrendered to Mrs. Glover. 

Q. The defendant in tliis case? A. Yes, sir. 

53 Q. And it was upon the maturity of those two first notes 

that Mrs. Glover, not being able to pay them- A. (Inter¬ 

rupting.) Mrs. Glover not being able to pay them as maker. 

Q. Was Mrs. Glover the endorser on them ? A. No, sir; but she 
was the maker, though. 

Q. That was on February 12th, 1895, was it not ? A. Well, about 
that time. 

Q. And Mrs. Glover was in New York at the time? A. She re¬ 
sided at Tuxedo Park, near New York. 

Q. And her husband resided here ? A. He had an office here 
and resided here at that time, and all the time. 

Q. And he got you to go to New York in order to have new notes 
taken and get this thing settled up? A. Yes, sir. I have a letter 
from him, if you will permit me to read it. 

Q. Ido not want that. I simply want the fact? A. Well, he 
wanted those notes renewed. 

Q. Well, how do you know? A. Because he said so, and asked 
me to go to New York and he said he would pay my expenses to 
New York. 

Q. Mrs. Glover did not ask you to go to New York, did she ? A. 
Mr. Glover got a letter stating that his wife wanted to renew the 
notes. 

Q. Mrs. Glover was not here in the city, but Mr. Glover came to 
you and said he wanted you to go on to New York, and fix up these 
notes of his and his wife’s with Mr. AVhite? Q. No, sir; you did 
not state that right. 

Q. Well, what did he say? A. He said he had a telegram 
or a letter from his wife, stating that those notes were matur- 
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iug, and that she wanted to have them renewed, and that he would 
pay my expenses to New York, he said, to negotiate with Mr. White 
to renew them. 

Q. Did lie sav anything about their having been paid? A. 
Never. 

Q, He was an endorser on those notes? A. He was not woi*th a 
cent and Mr. White knew it, and I knew it and he knew it, but his 
wife was rich, otlierwise I would not have sold the stock to her at 
any price. 

Q. Now, ray question is Did Mr. Glover say anything about not 
being able to pay them or not? A. I do not know whether he did 
or not, but tliey notes were given by her and upon her security. 
Her separate estate. 

Q. Did you ever ask him to pay them ? A. No, sir; but the 
bank protested them. 

Q. Did Mr. White ever ask him to pay them? Q. The protest is 
there. 

Q. Why did you go on to New York then if Mr. White owned 
them and you had nothing to do with them? A. Because Mr. 
White was my brother-in-law, and it was as much to his interest as 
to ray interest to see that they were paid, I introduced Mr. Glover 
to him and told him Mrs. Glover was wealthy. 

Q. And you went on with Mr. Glover? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To New York ? A. Yes, sir. • 

55 Q. And you cannot say that you ever asked Mr. Glover to 
pay the notes ? A. I did not ask him; but they were duly 

protested which amounts to the same thing. I did not know that 
until I saw the protest. 

Q. Now, when you got to New York, where was it that you saw 
Mrs. Glover? A. I called with Mr. Glover to see his wife at the 
Hotel Grennoble, I think it was. We took up the old notes and 
made the new ones. 

Q. AVhat was said between Mrs. Glover and yourself at that inter¬ 
view at which all of you were present? A. I said nothing. I was 
introduced to her again. 

Q. What was said ? A. I said nothing. I took the notes that 
were executed there, and returned the old ones. 

Q. And those are the renewal notes marked Exhibits B and C ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And which are the notes sued on in this case ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Dated resiDectively, February 12th, 1895, for $5400 each ? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Now again, I will ask you to repeat the conversation which 
was had between any one of you three—Mr. Glover, Mrs. Glover 
and yourself—in the Hotel Grenoble? A. Oh, you might as well 
ask me what I bad for dinner that day. That is absurd. I de¬ 
livered them tlie old notes and they gave me the new notes. You 
might as well ask me wliat I had to eat that day at the club. 

56 What is the use of fooling away time that way ? If she has 
paid the notes, let her set that up as a defense and be done 
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with it. The notes have never been paid. That is all there is about 
that. 

Q. Wliere was it in tlie Hotel Grenoble that these notes were 
signed which are marked Exhibits B and C ? A. I could not say 
where she sat or what kind of a bonnet she had on or what dress 
she wore, but I saw her sign those notes. 

Q. How far were you awaj' from her when she signed them? A. 
Just as near as a man could get to a lady and be a gentleman. I 
looked over her shoulder and went up for that very purpose. 

Q. And that is all j'ou recollect about it? A. 1 do not recollect 
the room she was in or the day or the week when it was done nor 
the condition of the weather. 

Q. How long were you with her and her husband on that occa¬ 
sion? A. Only a few minutes. 

Q. Then what did you do after the notes were signed ? A. I took 
them back to Mr. White, in the Erie building, No. 21 Cortland street, 
New York and delivered them to Mr. AVhite. 

Q. And you were with Mr. and Mrs. Glover together how long? 
A. I could not say. 

Q. About how long ? A. Well, I could not say. Just long enough 
to do that business. 

57 Q. Well, can’t you form any idea? A. Just about the 
same length of time it would take to go up to your house and 

get your wife to sign notes if she was going to sign them. 

Q. You and Mrs. Glover were together only a few minutes ? A. 
I only saw her sign the notes and bid her good bye and went back. 

Q. What were those original notes given for, for which Exhibits 
B and C being the notes dated February 12th 1895, for §5400 each, 
were given? A. Each note was given for 50 shares of stock in the 
St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company. 

Q. To whom was that stock delivered ? A. According to the- 

Q. (Interrupting.) I am not asking you according to anything Mr. 
Johnson, but to wliom were those shares of stock delivered, if 3 mu 
know ? A. They were sold and delivered to Mrs. Glover. 

Q. That would be on February 12th, 1894, would it not ? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? A. Here in St. Louis. 

Q. Did you deliver them ? A. I delivered them to her husband 
for her, and received her receipt for it. 

Q. Have you got that receipt? A. You have got it there some¬ 
where. 

Q. And that is the receipt dated February 12th, 1894, marked 
Exhibit A, which we have been speaking about? A. That 

58 is the receipt for certificate No. 11. 

Q. Now, did she ever give you a receipt for the other certifi¬ 
cate—certificate No. 4? A. She never did. If she did, I cannot 
find it. 

Q. Now, you say you gave the 100 shares of stock, being certifi¬ 
cates Nos. 11 and 4, respectively, to her husband to deliver to her ? 
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A. No, I say I delivered it to her husband for her account. That is 
my best recollection. 

Q. She was not present when you delivered the stock, was she ? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. She gave you no written order or authority to deliver it to 
her husband, did she? A. Yes, sir; she gave her receipt for it. 

Q. This paper marked Exhibit A? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Dated February 12th, 1894? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that receipt delivered to you or sent to you after you had 
delivered the stock? A. I think it was about the same time or 
afterwards. 

Q. You do not know whether it was delivered in person or sent 
to you? A. No, sir; not positive!}'. 

Q. Now, I come back to my original question. State, please, 
whether or not she ever sent any wiltten order to you before or 
when the stock was delivered, outside of your version of the receipt 
marked Exhibit A, dated February 12th, 1894? A. I received a 
receipt purporting to be signed by her, and which I have 

59 since verified, was signed by her, for the certificate. 

Q. Which certificate? A. CertificateNo.il. 

Q. Is that the receipt marked Exhibit A here ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, I am not speaking about that. Leave out alto¬ 
gether any reference to tliat receipt which you hold to so tenaciously, 
dated February 12th, 1894, marked Exhibit A. I asked you if you 
got any written authority before or at the time you delivered the 
stock in question to her husband, from her outside of this Exhibit 
A ? A. I do not remember any other. 

Q. Is it not a fact that her husband came and got it and stated to 
you that he had been sent by his wife? A. I presume that was the 
case. 

Q. And you assumed that that was correct, and gave the stock to 
him ? A. He brought a receipt from her. 

Q. Exliibit A here? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, that was afterwards? A. I do not know whether it was 
afterwards or before. 

Q. You do not know whether he brought it or sent it ? A. I pre¬ 
sume— 

Q. (Interrupting.) I ask whether he brought it or sent it ? A. 
When he came and produced that receipt, I handed him the 

60 stock; it was either at the time or right afterwards. When 
he produced the receipt, I gave him the stock. 

Q. Did you draw a check for the money on these notes you have 
been testifying about, or did you give him the money in cash ? A. 
Why, I sold him the stock. The stock belonged to Mr. White. If 
you will let me tell it, I can straighten it all out. 

Q. Well, I will straighten it out just the way I want it to be. Mr. 
Johnson, did you ever give Mr. Glover, the husband of Augusta 
Patten Glover, any money on that stock, or loan him any money on 
that stock? A. Why she bought the stock of Mr. White. 
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A. I know, but did he ever borrow any money from you and give 
you that stock as security? A. No. You liave hold of the wrong 
end of the string, Mr. Fauntleroy. The stock belonged to Mr. 
White, and Mr. White sold the stock to Mrs. Glover, and she gave two 
notes for it, binding her separate estate, and she took the stock and 
brought a suit on it in the circuit court and recovered a judgment 
and got the money and I can show it to 3 'ou. John M. Glover was 
her attorney. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the statement in the 
answer of the witness as not responsive to the question except in so 
far as it says, “ No,” that he did not borrow an}' raone}' from the 
witness on the stock in question. 

61 A. (Resuming:) The stock belonged to Mr. White, and was 
sold to Mrs. Glover. She had the stock, and Mr. White had 

her notes. 

Q. Mr. Johnson, how did this sale come to be made? A. Mr. 
Glover wanted to acquire the stock, and he was not worth anything 
himself, which I knew and wdiich he knew. Mrs. Glover, on the 
other hand was rich, which I knew and which Mr. Glover knew, 
and which Mr. White also knew; and he offered to acquire the 
stock of Mr. White, and I negotiated the sale for $5,400.00, and I 
qook her notes for that amount. 

Q. Who sought to acquire the stock ? A. John M. Glover for 
his wife. 

Q. Is that what he told you? A. No, sir; that is what she con¬ 
firmed. 

Q. I am speaking now of the conversations had prior to or at the 
time that the stock was bought? A. Mr. Glover offered $5400 for 
the stock and to give his wife’s note, and she was good. 

Q. To whom was this offer made ? A. The offer was made to 
me. I was here in St. Louis and I recommended to Mi’. White to 
take it. 

Q. By Mr. Glover? A. The offer of $5400 made for his wife by 
Mr. Glover and confirmed b}' his wife. I knew her signature as 
well as I know yours. 

Q,. You did not see Mrs. Glover sign the first two notes ? A. No 
sir, but I did see her sign the two renewal ones. (Notes.) 

62 Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the last 
part of the answer of the witness as not responsive to the 

question. 

A. (Resuming:) I did not see Mrs. Glover sign the notes dated 
Februai’}' 12th, 1894, but I did see her sign the renewal notes sued 
on. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out all of the answer of 
the witness wherein he saj's he saw her sign the renewal notes, as 
not responsive to the question. 
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Q. In whose handwriting is the body of these two notes marked 
Exhibit B and Exhibit C, dated February 12th, 1895,for $5400? A. 
I could not say. I could give a very good opinion, though. The 
Chase national bank, some employ^ or clerk of that bank. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the latter part of the 
answer of the witness as giving a conclusion or opinion of the wit¬ 
ness. 

Q. At the time these last two notes were signed, which are marked 
respectively Exhibits B and C for $5400 00 each, and dated respect¬ 
ively February 12th, 1895, did they have the shares of stock or any 
of them ? A. They were in possession of the shares of stock. 

Q. That is your conclusion ? A. T know it. 

Q. How do you know it ? A. I saw them filed in their suit over 
in Judge Valliant’s court. 

Q. When? On February 12th, 1895? A. No, sir; between the 
giving of the first notes, February 12th, 1894, and the giving of the 
second notes, Februar}'^ 12th, 1895, she had brought suit 

63 against the St. Louis Transfer Railroad Company on those 
same certificates of stock. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out all of the latter part of 
the answer of the witness as not responsive to the question, as hear¬ 
say evidence and not the best evidence. 

A. (Resuming:) I know it to be a fact. I testified in the case. 

Q. My question to you was, at the time Exhibits B and C were 
signed, to-wit, on February 12th, 1895, do you know where any of 
the shares of stock were of your own knowledge ? A. No, sir; they 
were delivered to her the year previous. ' 

Q. You mean delivered to her husband for her, as you claim ? 
A. I have her receipt for them, yes, sir. 

Q. That receipt is marked Exhibit A in this case? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Dated February 12th, 1894? A. Yes, sir; that is for one of 
the certificates. 

Q. And you never saw the stock delivered to her personally ? A. 
I saw it in the court, yes sir, after she brought suit on it. 

Q. Did you ever see any of those shares of stock in her hands, de¬ 
livered to her personally? A. No, sir; not in her own hands, but I 
saw them in the hands of her attorney, who represented her in court 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the latter part of the 
answer of the witness as not responsive to the question. 

64 Re-direct-examination. 

By Mr. Krum : 

Q. Do I understand you to say, Mr. Johnson, that you saw those cer¬ 
tificates of stock. No. 11 and No. 4, in the circuit court of the city of 
St. Louis, in connection with the suit brought by Mrs. Glover (that 
is, Augusta Patten Glover) against the company upon the certifi¬ 
cates ? 
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Counsel for defendants objected to the question as hearsay, as not 
being the best evidence, and as merely giving the conclusion of the 
witness. 

A. Yes, sir; and my deposition was taken before Thomas K. 
Skinker, and the receipts were also there. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out the answer as not re¬ 
sponsive to the question, as hearsay evidence and not the best evi¬ 
dence. 

A. (Resuming:) A copy of my deposition I still have right here 
in the papers. 

Q. By whom was that deposition taken ? 

Counsel for defendants objected to the question as calling for not 
the best evidence and as calling for a conclusion of the witness and 
as incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial and hearsay. 

A. That deiiosition was taken on behalf of the St. Louis Transfer 
Railroad Company and the Wiggins Ferry Company. Mr. Rawl- 
son appeared for the transfer company and the Wiggins Feny 
Company, and Mr. Thomas K. Skinker was the commissioner, and 
John M. Glover appeared as counsel for his wife. 

Counsel for defendant-objected to the last statement in the 
65 answer of the witness as hearsa}’^ testimony, because there is 
no authorit}’’ shown for John M. Glover to appear for his wife, 
and as incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial, and not responsive to 
the question. 

J. B. JOHNSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, on this 13th 
day of January, 1903. 

[seal.] CHARLES ERD, 

Special Comviissioner. 

Chester H. Krum, a witness for the plaintiff, of lawful age, being 
sworn, deposes and states as follows; 

Direct-examination: 

My name is Chester H. Krum ; I live in the city of St. Louis, and 
I am a practicing attorney in said city and in the State of Missouri. 
I brought suit for Mr. Edward White against Mrs. Augusta Patten 
Glover, which is No. 10,646 to the June term of 1898 of the circuit 
court, city of St. Louis. At that time Mr. John M. Glover was resi¬ 
dent in St. Louis and domiciled. He was a practicing attorney 
here, and had his ofiS.ce in the city here. At that time Mrs. Augusta 
Patten Glover was here in the city of St. Louis. I know that fact 
because I saw her and her husband together upon at least one occa¬ 
sion. The petition was filed on the 9th day of May, 1898, I myself 
gave the directions to the deputy’' sheriff as to whom and where to 
serve the summons. This case was tried in the first instance- 
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Mr. Fauntleroy (interrupting): I object to this testimony 
66 for the reason that the record is the best evidence, and that 
a narration of facts is about to be given by the witness which 
is purely hearsay evidence. 

Witness (resuming): This case was tried on the 23rd day of 
May, 1899, resulting in a judgment for the plaintiff. 

Mr. Fauntleroy : I object to that, and move to strike it out as 
not the best evidence; for the reason that the record is the best evi^ 
dence, and the witness’ statement is a mere conclusion and opinion. 

Witness (resuming): There was a motion for a new trial filed, 
which motion was sustained bj’^ the court. 

It is agreed by counsel for plaintiff that instead of counsel for de¬ 
fendant objecting to each and every statement, that objection is 
made to each and every statement on the ground that as to what 
appears of record in regard to the judgment and things of that kind 
is hearsay evidence, incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial and not the 
best evidence, the witness merely giving his opinion and conclusion 
of what the record discloses; that the record is the best evidence 
and should be introduced in evidence. 

^yITNESS (resuming): There was a motion for a new trial filed, 
which was sustained. That motion was sustained in June, 1899! 
In March, 1901,1 filed an amended petition. That amended peti¬ 
tion, I think, is already in evidence in this case. That amended 
petition was filed on the 20th day of March, 1901. At that time, to 
my personal knowledge, John M. Glover was not in the city 
67 of St. Louis and did not have an office here, and there was no 
one here representing Mrs. Augusta Patten Glover, and she 
herself, as far as I was able to learn upon personal inquiry instituted 
myself, was not here. Upon the filing of the amended petition, 
which was filed by leave, I prepared a notice to the defendant 
Augusta Patten Glover, and John M. Glover, her attorney, which 
notice I posted in the office of the clerk of the circuit court of the 
city of St. Louis on the 20th day of March, 1901, and that notice 
was accompanied with a copy of the amended petition as filed in 
court room No. 5 of the circuit court of the city of St. Louis. That 
notice remained posted, together with the copy of the amended peti¬ 
tion, from the 20th dajj^ of March, 1901, when I posted it, down to 
the 21st day of May, 1901. I have in my hand the original notice, 
together with a copy of the amended petition, both of which I my¬ 
self took from the bulletin board (if you may call it such) in the 
office of the clerk of the circuit court of the city of St. Louis, and 
which I made affidavit as to having posted, and as to its having re¬ 
mained the length of time on the bill board or bulletin board in the 
office of the clerk of the circuit court. A copy of that amended pe¬ 
tition and a copy of the notice I have, all certified, which are in 
evidence in the case. Now, afterwards, on the 22nd day of May, 




36 EDWARD WHITE VS. AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER BT AL. 

1901, the case was submitted to the circuit court and the judgment, 
which is the basis of the present suit, was obtained. That is all I 
want to say. 

Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Fauntleroy : 

68 Q. Judge Krum, what time was it that you saw John M. 
Glover and his wife, the defendant in this case, together as 

you have stated ? A. It was along about the time that this suit was 
brought. 

Q. When was that? A. On the 9th of March or May—whatever 
it was—1898. Along about the time this suit was brought. 

Q. AVhere did you see them? A. I saw them on one occasion in 
one of the cars of the Suburban railway. 

Q. Sitting together ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Riding along the street? A. Yes, sir; thej'^ were going west 
on the Suburban railway, crossing Vancleventer avenue about two 
blocks south of the West End hotel. 

Q. What other times have you seen them together within any of 
the periods embraced in this suit, if you can recollect ? A. I think 
I have seen them on the street, but I would not be positive of that. 
I remember this one occasion very distinctly. 

Q. I say, with the exception of this one occasion, you have no dis¬ 
tinct recollection of any other time? A. No, sir; I have not. 

Q. You never visited either one of them socially ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Nor did either one of them ever appear in your office? A. Oh, 
yes, John M. Glover was my client for a long time. 

69 Q. Did his wife ever appear in your office ? A. No, sir; 
but he was my client in some mattei’s of his own. 

Q. Now, when was it you say she was “ domiciled here ? A. 
Well, do you want it as a matter of law or as a matter of fact ? 

Q. As a matter of fact. You say she was domiciled here when 
the suit was brought? A. Well, I said her husband was domiciled 
here at the time the suit was brought, and that she was living here 
with him. 

Q. Do you know that of your own knowledge ? A. I know she 
was here with him because I saw them together along about that 
time. 

Q. Do you mean that she was living with him on the street car 
at that time ? A. No, she was not living with him on the street car, 
but she was with him. 

Q. Now, did you ever see them at the AVest End hotel? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did you ever see them at any other place except in this car? 
A. No, sir; not as a matter of distinct recollection. 

Q. Now, is that the reason, and from that fact do you state your 
conclusion that she was domiciled here and living with her husband 
here at that time ? A. No, sir; not altogether. 
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Q. Well, wluit other information do you base it on? A. 

70 Well, I had a very careful inquiry made as to whether she 
was at the West End hotel, and the information that I re¬ 
ceived satisfied me that she was, and I accordingly directed the at¬ 
torney to serve the summons on her there. 

Q. So that that is the extent of the information which caused you 
to swear positively that she was domiciled and living here with her 
husband at tlie time the suit was brought ? A. Well, I know also 
that her husband was living there. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out all the testimony of 
the witness as to where Mrs. Glover lived or was domiciled, as hear- 
sa}’^ testimony and based upon no fact within the personal knowl¬ 
edge of this witness. 

Q. The different dates which you have given in your testimony 
in regard to the various matters testified to you read off from the 
records of the court, did you not? A. Yes, sir; I refreshed my 
recollection to that extent. 

Q. You did not make the records? A. No, sir. 

0,. You did not make the entries yourself? A. No, sir. 

Q. And you simply read what was on the record files? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. And gave them to the stenographer? A. Yes, sir. 

Counsel for defendants moved to strike out all of the testi¬ 
mony of the witness in regard to the matters and things done as 
shown by the records, as hearsay testimony and not the best evi¬ 
dence. 

71 A. (Resuming:) These matters are ah’eady in evidence in 
the cilse as it is. 

Q. Now, do you know of j'our own knowledge when Mr. and Mrs. 
Glover ceased to live together as man and wife? A. No, I do not. 

Q. Do you know when they separated as an actual fact? A. I 
did not know they were separated. 

Q. Do you know the time when either Mr. or Mrs. Glover left 
this city ? A. Accuratel}'', no, but it was shortly before the time 
when I filed that amended petition. 

Q. That who left? A. Both of them. 

Q. Where did you get that information from, and what did you 
base it on ? A. On inquiry made m}’’self trying to find tl)em. 

Q. You did not see either one of them leave? A. No, sir. 

Q,. So that any opinion or conclusion or expression of opinion 
that you have or liave made on that subject is based upon hearsay 
testimonj" ? A. Well, no, not altogether. : 

Q. Well, adding to it this one ride that they.had? A. No, sir 
as far as John M. Glover is concerned, I knew absolutely that he 
had left here. 

Q. Well, in regard to Mrs. Glover, it is based upon hearsay testi¬ 
mony ? A. Well, it is based upon the best information I 
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72 could get. I could notfiud her,and could notgetanybody that 
could 

Q. You did not go out yourself and personally hunt for hei', 
did vou? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Where did you go? A. I think, I inquired out there at the 
West End hotel. 

Q. What did the}’' tell you out there? A. T do not remember. 

Q. AVhom did you ask out there about her? A. My recollection 
about that matter is not distinct, but I think I inquired at the office 
of the hotel. 

Q. Judge, the petition in this case was filed, as the record shows, 
on May 9th, 1898, does it not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And at that time you commenced the action? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By filing your petition and having what is known as a writ of 
summons issued? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Against the defendant, Augusta Patten Glover? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You took a default on that first petition, and entered a judg¬ 
ment, on it, didn’t you, which was subsequently set aside? A. I do 
not remember. 

Q. You took a default on it? A. I don’t think so. 

Q. What was the occasion of your filing an amended or second pe¬ 
tition? A. Because Judge AVood held that it was necessary 

73 to plead the laws of New York. Under those laws the con¬ 
tract of a husband and wife evidenced by her being the 

maker of a note was a valid contract, he being an endorser. 

Q. Did he make that ruling on the trial of the case on the first 
petition? A. No, he made that ruling on a motion filed for a new 
trial. At the trial Mrs. Augusta Patten Glover was represented by 
Mr. John M. Glover, who filed tlie answer for her, the answer being 
in his own handwriting. He filed an amended answer and at the 
trial I offered in evidence the laws of New York, which I referred 
to, and their admission was objected to on the ground that they were 
not pleaded. I contended that it was not necessary to plead them. 
Judge AVood sustained my contention and overruled Glover’s objec¬ 
tion, and admitted them. I got a judgment. Glover filed a motion 
for a new trial for his wife, and on that motion Judge Wood, as I 
contend, erroneously held that it was necessary to plead those laws 
of New York, and admitted that he had committed an error in ad¬ 
mitting them over the objection of the defendant. So after a time 
instead of taking an appeal, I thought we would save time by filing 
an amended petition, and I did. 

Q. And you say Mr. Glover appeared for his wife, the defendant? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mrs. Glover was not present at any of these trials or proceed¬ 
ings, was she? A. No, sir. 

Q. AA^hether John M. Glover had any authority to appear for her 
or not, you do not know? A. No, sir. 

74 Q. Now, when was the amended petition filed? A. I gave 
the date. It was filed, according to the minutes, on the 20th 

of March, 1901. 
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Q. Do you know how long before that last named date the trial 
was held ? A. Well, it was held a couple of years before that. The 
trial was in 1899,1 think. 

Q. During all this time 5 mu never saw Mrs. Glover? A. No, sir. 
That is, I do not remember having seen her. 

Q. Now, state what was the first thing j'ou did looking to the 
filing of the amended petition ? A. I got leave of court to file it. 

Q. AVhen was that? A. On the 20tli of March, 1901. 

Q.. Did you make any affidavit to filing any paper upon the ap¬ 
plication to file the amended petition ? A. No, sir. 

Q. AVell, what next did you do? A. I filed the petition, on ob¬ 
taining leave. 

Q. Will you show me the petition? A. The amended petition? 

Q. Yes? A.. You have it over there. 

(Witness here produced and handed to the defendants’ counsel 
two documents with purple covers.) 

Q. That amended petition was filed on March 20th, 1901 ? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Showing you the amended petition in question, I will ask yon 
if that is the one? A. Yes, sir. 

75 Mr. Fauntleroy : I desire to offer in evidence that amended 
petition, together with the endorsement on the back thereof. 
Said petition and the endorsement on the back thereof is in words 
and figures as follows, to-wit: 

“ In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, June Term, 1898. 

Room No. 5. 

“ Edward White, Plaintiff, 1 

“vs. > No. 10646. 

‘•Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant, j 

“ The City op St. Louis, ss ; 

“ By wa}"^ of amended petition, the plaintiff states that the defend- 
“ ant is a married woman, and at the time of the making of the notes 
“hereinafter described was the wife and is now the wife of John M. 
“Glover, hereinafter named as the payee of said notes; that at the 
“time of the making of the said notes and their delivery to the 
“ plaintiff, b}'^ virtue of the general statutes of the State of New 
“ York, to wit, ‘An act in relation to the rights and liabilities of 
“ married women,’ Revision Statutes 1877-1895, being volume three 
“ General Statutes chapter 581, Laws 1884, as amended by the law of 
“ 1892, chapter 549, the contract of a married woman, with her hus- 
“ band or others was valid and enforceable against her, whether 
“she was, or was not possessed of a separate estate; that here- 
“ tofore, to wit, on the twelfth day of February 1895, at the city 
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‘^of New York in the State of New York, the defendant made 
her negotiable po?*missory note (heretofore filed), whereby she 
‘‘promised to pa}’’ to the order of John M. Glover tlie sum of 

76 “five thousand four hundred dollars, one year after date, 
“ value received, witli interest from date at the rate of six 

“ per cent per annum ; that the said John M. Glover endorsed the 
“said note and it was then and there delivered to plaintiff, for value, 
“ and he is now the lawful holder thereof. Plaintiff states that the 
“ said note, together with the interest thereon, now remains wholly 
“ unpaid. Wherefore plaintiff asks judgment against defendant for 
“ the amount of said note, together witli interest from its said date 
“ and statutory damages. 

“ For another and separate cause of action against said defendant, 
“ the said plaintiff states that heretofore on the twelfth day of Feb- 
“ ruary, 1895, at the city of New York in the State of New York, the 
“ defendant made her certain other negotiable promissory note, 
“ (already filed) whereby she promised to pay, one year after date, to 
“ the order of John M. Glover, the sum of five thousand four hun- 
“ dred dollars, value received, witli interest from date at the rate of 
“six per cent, per annum; that the said John M. Glover indorsed 
“ the said note and it was then and there delivered to plaintiff for 
“ value, who is now the legal holder thereof. Plaintiff states that 
“ the said note, together with the interest thereof, now remains wholly 
“ unpaid. Wherefore plaintiff asks judgment against said defend- 
“ ant for the amount of said last named note, together with interest 
“ from its said date and statutory damages. 

“ (Signed) CHESTER H. KRUM,^ 

“ Attorney for Plaintiff, 

77 “ State of Missouri, 1 

“ Oity of SL Louis, j ’ 

“ Chester H, Krum, having been duly sworn, states that to his per- 
“ sonal knowledge the defendant, Augusta Patten Glover, is not a 
“ resident of the citv of St. Louis and that her counsel, John M. 
“ Glover, is not a resident of said cit 3 '. Affiant states further that he 
“ has made diligent inquiry as to the whereabouts of both the de- 
“ fendant and her counsel, but has been unable to locate either of 
“ them, and has been and is unable to serve on either of them a copy 
“ of the foregoing petition. Affiant states farther that the defendant 
“ has no other counsel upon whom service can be made, and that 
“ neither defendant nor her counsel I’eside in this State. 

“ (Signed) CHESTER H. KRUM. 

“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th dayof March, 1901. 
“(Signed) WM. WEHRENBRECHT, 

“ [seal.] Notary Public. 


“ My term expires Feb. 16,1905.” 
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Said amended petition bears the following endorsement on the 
back thereof, to-wit: 

“ Filed by leave March 20,1901. 

(Signed) HENRY TROLL, Gl&rhr 

Q. Now, what next did you do? A. Well, at the same time of 
the filing of the amended petition, I placed in the files or filed with 
the files a copy of the amended petition, which is this. 

78 (Counsel for plaintiflp, being the present witness, here 
handed another document to the counsel for defendants.) 

Q. Which copy is in the same words and figures as the one which 
I have just offered in evidence in this case? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then what next did you do? A. Then I prepared a notice 
and attached to it a copy of the amended petition. 

Q. Have you that notice ? A. Yes, sir; that is it (handing counsel 
a paper) and I posted them both in the clerk’s office. The clerk of 
the circuit court, city of St. Louis. 

Q. You got the notice which is marked Exhibit G? A. Yes,sir. 

Counsel for defendants here offered in evidence said notice marked 
Exhibit G. Said notice is in words and figures as follows, to-wit: 

(Here insert.) 

Q. Now, what else did you do ? A. I attached to Exhibit B a 
copy of the amended petition, and posted both of them in the office 
of the clerk of the circuit court of the city of St. Louis. 

Q. When you say ‘‘you” posted, you mean yourself? A. Yes, 
sir; and they both remained there until the time I indicated, and I 
took them both down m^^self; and that notice was posted under the 
statutes of this State and it was posted a sufficient length of time to 
cover every foot of the United States, with the exception of 

79 of the recently acquired Philippines. I believe the}^ were 
not at that time territories. Plowever, the theory was that 

they should remain posted a sufficient length of time under our 
statute to cover every foot of the United States and all its terri¬ 
tories. 

Q. How long were they actually posted? A. They were posted 
up to the time I say. Down to the 22nd of May, 1901, 

Q. From what time ? A. From the 20th of March, when I put 
them up. 

Q.^ When 5 ^ou say it was posted pursuant to the statutes of Mis¬ 
souri, please cite me to the statute that you have reference to ? A. 
Well, under the heard of “notices,” it was posted, in accordance 
with sections Nos. 586, 587 and 588 of the Revised Statutes of Mis¬ 
souri of 1889, reading as follows; 

“Sec. 586. Notice, How served.—Notices shall be in writing, and 
“ shall be served on the party, or his attorney, in the manner pre- 
“ scribed in this article, unless otherwise provided by law. The 
“ service may be made by delivering to the party, or his attorney, a 
6—1342a 
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“ copy of such notice, or by leaving a copy at the usual place of 
“ abode of the party, or his attorney, with some person over the age 
“ of fifteen years, or with the clerk of the party or his attorney. 

“ Sec. 587. How served on non residents.—If neither the adverse 
“party nor his attorney reside in this State, such notice may be put 
“ up in the office of the clerk of the court wherein the suit is pend- 
“ ing or the proceedings are intended to be had. 

80 “Sec. 588. Length of service before hearing.—Notices shall, 
“ unless a different time is prescribed by law or the practice 

“ of the court, be given at least five days before the time appointed 
“ for the hearing of the motion, pleading or other proceeding, if the 
“ person to be served reside wdtbin fifty miles of the place where the 
“ hearing is to be had, and one day for ever)' additional twenty-five 
“ miles for the first three hundred miles, and beyond that, one addi- 
“ tional day for each hundred miles of distance from the place of 
“ serving or setting up such notice to the place of residence of such 
“ party or his attorney.” 

It is admitted that what purports to be Rule No. 22 of the rules 
of practice of the circuit court of the cit)' of St. Louis was in force 
at the time, that counsel for iilaintifi undertook to file the amended 
petition and serve the notice and during the times the proceedings 
mentioned in the evidence took place, which said Rule No. 22 is in 
words and figures as follows, to-wit: 

“ Rule 22. Amended pleadings—Service of copy.—Whenever be- 
“ fore trial any change of, or in pleadings is made, or pleadings are 
“ filed by leave (or otherwise) after the time fixed by law or rule, 
“ for pleading, the proper party shall serve a copy of such pleading 
“ or amendment upon the adverse party or his attorney as prescribed 
“ by law for service of notices, and unless otherwise ordered, any ap- 
“ propriate pleading thereto shall be filed within three court days 
“ after such service.” 

81 Q. Judge, you sa}' that the notice was posted with a copy 
of the amended petition for what purpose ? A. Well, to com- 

pl)' with the rule of court, in the first place, and to comply with the 
statute, in the second place; neither the defendant nor her attorney 
being in the city of St. Louis or State of Missouri, and my purpose 
was to give them ample time, no matter where the)' were in the 
United States, even if they were in Alaska, as it will be found that 
the computation of time of the period for which this notice was 
posted together with the amended petition would cover them where- 
ever they were in the United States. 

Q. The copy of the amended petition which you claim to have 
filed or posted in the clerk’s office with the notice which you have 
spoken of, was an exact counterpart or copy of the amended peti¬ 
tion which has been hitherto introduced in evidence, was it not ? 
A. Yes, sir; and this notice is already in evidence, and also the 
amended petition which accompanies. 

Q. When you say “ already in evidence,” you mean in previous 
depositions taken in this case ? A. Yes, sir. I saw this notice and 
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tliis petition, I suppose, almost every day after it was put up there. 
I took occasion every time I went to the court house to notice it, and 
I was there perhaps ever}"^ day. I took occasion to go through the 
clerk’s office to see if the thing was up, and when the time had 
elapsed that I have stated, I went over there and found the thing 
still sticking to the board and I took it down. 

CHESTER H. KRUM. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of January 
1903. 


[seal.] 


CHARLES ERD, 
Special Commissioti&r. 


82 Deposition on Behalf of Complainant. 

Filed Januarv 27,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward Whitjs, Complainant, 

vs 

Augusta Patten Glover, Mary E. Pat- 
ten, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A Patten, 

Helen Patten, and Aurelius R. Shands, 

Defendants. 

Washington, D. C., September 18,1902. 
Met pursuant to foregoing notice: 

Ml’. Emig, solicitor for the complainant, having announced that 
Mr. Bernard Carter had requested a postponement of the session to 
a later date, an adjournment was had until September 23,1902, at 
2 o’clock p. m. 

Washington, D. C., September 23,1902. 

Met pursuant to adjournment. 

Appearances: Mr. Clayton E. Emig and Mr. L. T. Michener, 

83 of solicitors'for the complainant; Mr. Henry E. Davis, solic¬ 
itor for the defendants, Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten, 

Edith A. Patten, and Helen Patten; Messrs. Bernard Carter and 
C. H. Carter, solicitors for Augusta Patten Glover, and Mr. Hosea 
Gordon, of solicitors for Aurelius R. Shands. 

J. W. Latimer, a witness on behalf of the complainant, having 
been first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

% 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. State your name and residence ? A. J. W. Latimer. My resi¬ 
dence is Washington, D. C. 
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Q. What is your occupation ? A. Assistant clerk of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia. 

Q. Have you here with you any papers relating to proceedings 
instituted in the supreme court of the District of Columbia? If 
so, what are they ? A. I have; papers in the law suit of Edward 
White vs. Augusta P. Glover. j 

Q. Give the number of the case? A. No. 44849. (Producing.) 

Mr. Emig: We offer in evidence the declaration in law case No. 
44849, in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, entitled 
Edward White, plaintiff, vs. Augusta Patten Glover, defendant, and 
ask that a copy of the same may be made in the record, to which 
reference may be had or the original produced at the hearing of ; 
this cause. 

84 We also offer in evidence the summons issued in said cause 
August 5,1901, and bearing the return of the marshal, “not 

to be found,” of August 28,1901. 

We also offer in evidence the alias summons, issued September ? 

16.1901, against the defendant Augusta Patten Glover, and indorsed j 

on the 9th day of October, 1901, by the marshal of the District “ not t 
to be found.” j 

AVe also offer in evidence the pluries summons, issued November ’ 

5.1901, against Augusta Patten Glover, with the return of the mar- ■ 
shal “ not to be found ” of date of November 29,1901. 5 

We also offer in evidence, and ask the examiner to make a full \ 
copy of the same, the authenticated transcript of the record of pro¬ 
ceedings of the circuit court of the city of St. Louis, Missouri, at the 
June term, 1898, had in the case entitled Edward White vs. Augusta 
Patten Glover, No. 10646; Avhich transcript of record purports to | 
be duly authenticated and attested by the clerk of said court and | 
certified by the acting presiding judge of said court, and again certi- | 
tied to by the clerk of said court, to which copy we ask that reference 
may be had or the original produced at the hearing of the cause. 

(To the witness:) The papers which I have just read from and (, 
referred to are those which you brought from the clerk’s office of the ‘ 
supreme court of the District of Columbia? A. I believe so. I was | 
watching them. i 

85 Mr. Davis : Objection is made on behalf of all and each of | 
the defendants to the introduction in evidence of the supposed 

transcript of record from the circuit court of the city of St. Louis, 
upon the ground that the defendant, Augusta P. Glover is not 
thereby shown to have been served in the said cause upon the 
original complaint or declaration, or any amendment thereof; fur¬ 
ther, because it is not shown that the certain John P. Glover, pur¬ 
porting to appear for the said Augusta P. Glover, as to the said 
• complaint or declaration, or any amendment thereof, as attorney 
was thereto duly or at all authorized; further, that it does not appear 
either that the said defendant, Augusta P. Glover, was served with 
process as to the amended complaint or declaration, upon which 
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judgment purports to have been rendered, or that the said John M. 
Glover; or any other person, appeared or purported to appear for 
her, or had any notice of said amended complaint or declaration on 
which the aforesaid judgment purports to have been rendered ; and 
for tlie further reason that it does not appear from the said transcript, 
or an}'proper recital therein contained, that said defendant, Augusta 
P. Glover, was at the time of the institution of the supposed cause 
in the said circuit court for the city of St. Louis, or at any time 
during the pendency thereof, a resident of the said city of St. Louis 
or State of Missouri. 

The declaration in law case No. 44849, of Edward White vs. 
Augusta Patten Glover; the summons in said cause of August 5, 
1901; the alias summons in said cause of September 16,1901, 
86 the pluries summons in said cause of November 5,1901, and 
the authenticated transcript of record of the circuit court, city 
of St. Louis, June term, 1898, in the case No. 10646 A, of Edward 
White vs. Augusta Patten Glover are here referred to and made a 
part of this record as follows: 


{Declaration.) 

“ In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, 3rd Day of 

August, 1901. 

Edward White, Plaintiff, ) 

vs. >At Law. No. 44849. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant.) 

1st. The plaintiff, Edward White, sues the defendant, Augusta 
Patten Glover, for money payable by the defendant to the plaintiff 
for that heretofore, to wit, on the twenty second day of May, 1901, 
the plaintiff by consideration and judgment of the circuit court of 
tlie city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, recovered against the 
defendant on two certain promissory notes-described in the declara¬ 
tion in said proceedings, that is to say, one note described in the 
first count of said declaration as follows: ‘On the twelfth day of 
February, 1895, at the city of New York, the defendant made her 
certain negotiable, promissory note, whereby she promised to 
87 pay to the order of John M. Glover the sum of five thousand 
four hundred ($5,400) dollars one year after date, value re¬ 
ceived, with interest from date at the rate of six (6 %) per cent, per 
annum, and that the said John M. Glover endorsed the said note 
and the same was delivered to plaintiff, who is now the legal holder 
thereof.’ And the other note described in the second count of said 
declaration, as follows: * On the twelfth day of February, 1895, at 
the city of New York, the defendant made her certain other nego¬ 
tiable promissory note, whereby she promised to pay one year after 
date to the order of John M. Glover, the sum of five thousand four 
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liundred ($5,400) dollars, value received, with interest from date at 
the rate of six (6 %) per cent, per annum, that the said John M. 
Glover endorsed said note and the same was delivered to plaintiff, 
Avho is now the legal holder thereof; ” wherefore the plaintiff recov¬ 
ered against the defendant in said court on said twenty second day 
of May, 1901, a judgment for the full sum of fourteen thousand, 
eight hundred seventy and sixty one-hundredths ($14,870.60) dol¬ 
lars, together with thirt 3 '-four and seventy-one hundredths ($34.70) 
dollars costs and charges thereon expended, which by said court 
were then adjudged to the plaintiff as aforesaid; wherefore the de¬ 
fendant was adjudged indebted, as by said record and proceedings 
thereof remaining in the said court more fully and at large appear. 

“Which said judgment still remains in full force and effect not 
reversed, satisfied or otherwise vacated, and the plaintiff has not ob¬ 
tained an}'^ execution or satisfaction, on or upon tbe said judg- 
88 raent; yet the defendant, although often requested so to do, 
has not as yet paid the sum of fourteen thousand eight hun¬ 
dred seventy and sixty-one hundredths ($14,870.60) dollars nor any 
part to plaintiff, but has hitherto refused, and still refuses, to pay 
the same to the damage of the plaintiff of fourteen thousand eight 
hundred and seventy and sixty-one hundredths ($14,870.60) dollars, 
together with costs and charges herein expended. 

“ Wherefore the plaintiff fongs this suit and claims the sura of 
fourteen thousand eight hundred seventy and sixty one-hun¬ 
dredths ($14,870.60) dollars, and thirty four and seventy/100 
($34.70) dollars costs heretofore expended, with interest on both of 
said sums from the twenty-second day of May, 1901, and costs of 
this suit. 

DUDLEY & MICHENER, 
CLAYTON E. EMIG, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

“ The defendant is to plead hereto on or before tbe twentieth (20th) 
day, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidaj'S occurring after the day 
of service hereof; otherwise judgment. 

DUDLEY & MUCHENER, 
CLAYTON E. EMIG, 

Attorneys Jor Plaintiff.” 


89 (Summons.) 

“ In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward AVhite, Plaintiff, 'j 

vs. vAt Law. No. 44849. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant, j 

The President of the United States to the defendant, Greeting: 

A"ou are hereby commanded to appear in this court on or before 
the twentieth day exclusive of Sunda 3 's and legal holidays, after the 
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day of the service of tliis writ on you, to answer the plaintiff’s suit, 
and show why he should not have judgment against you for the 
cause of action stated in his declaration. 

Witness, the Honorable Edward F. Bingham, chief justice of said 
court, the 5th day of August, A. D. 1901. 

J. E. YOUNG, Clerk, 
ByALF. G. BUHRMAN, 

Assistant Clerk. 

C. E. EMIG, Attorney.^' 

(Backing of same:) No. 44849 At law. Summons. Ed- 
90 ward White vs. Augusta P. Glover. Issued Aug. 5", 1901. 

Defendant not to be found. The 28 da}*- of Aug., 1901. 
Aulick Palmer marshal.” 


{Alias Summons.) 

“ In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward AVhite, Plaintiff, ) 

vs. > At Law., No. 44849. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant, j 

The President of the United States to the defendant. Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded, as you have before been commanded, 
to appear in this court on or before the twentieth day, exclusive of 
Sundays and legal liolidays, after the day of the service of this writ 
on you, to answer the plaintiff’s suit, and show why he should not 
have judgment against j'ou for the cause of action stated in his 
declaration. 

Witness, the Plonorable Edward F. Bingham, chief justice of said 
court, tlie 16th day of September, A. D. 1901. 

J. R. YOUNG, Clerk, 

By ALF. G. BUHRMAN, 

Assistant Clerk. 

C. E. EMIG, Attorney. 

91 (Backing of same:) No. 44849. At law. Alias summons’ 
Edward VVhite vs. Augusta Patten Glover. Issued Sept. 16", 
1901. Defendant not to be found the 9 day of Oct., 1901. Aulick 
Palmer, marshal.” 


{Pluries Summons.) 

“ In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


Edward White, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant. 


j-At Law. 


No. 44849. 
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Tlie President of the United States to the defendant, Greeting: i 

You are hereb}”^ commanded, as j'ou have often before been com- | 
manded, to appear in this court on or before the twentieth day, ex¬ 
clusive of Sundays and legal holiday's, after the day of the service of | 

this writ on you, to answer the plaintiff’s suit, and show why he | 

should not have judgment against 3^11 for the cause of action stated 
in his declaration. 

92 Witness, the Honorable Edward F. Bingham, chief justice 
of said court, the 5th day of November, A. D. 1901. 

J. R. YOUNG, Clei'k, 

By W. S. AVILLIAMS, 

Assistant Cleric. 

DUDLEY & MICHENER, 

C. E. EMIG, 

Attorney-.” 

(Backing of same:) “No. 44849 At law. Pluries summons. 
Edward White-ys. Augusta Patten Glov'er Issued Nov. 5th, 1901. 
Defendant not to be found The 29 day of Nov., 1901 Aulick Pal- ; 
mer, marshal.” ^ 

(Transaipt of Record.) 


“State of Missouri, 
City of St. Louis, 



Be it remembered that heretofore, to wit: on the nintli da}' of = 

A. D. eighteen hundi’ed and ninet}’’ eight, there was filed in the office . 
of the clerk of the circuit court, cit}’ of St. Louis, within and for the 
cit}' and State aforesaid, the said court being a court of record, with a J 

clerk and seal, a petition in cause No. 1964G, series A, of the causes , 

in said court, and also two exhibits to the said petition. . 

93 “ The said petition and exhibits, are respect/u^l}’^ in the 

words and figures following, to wit: ; 

“ In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, June Term, 1898. | 

Edward White, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant. 

The City op St. Louis, ss: 

“ The plaintiff states that heretofore, to wit, on the twelfth da}' of 
Februaiy, 1895, at the cit}' of New York, the defendant made her 
certain negotiable, promissory note, (herewith filed) whereb}' she 
promised to pa}' to the order of John M. Glover the sum of five thou¬ 
sand four hundred dollars one year after date value received, with 
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interest from date at the rate of six per cent, per annum, and that the 
said John M. Glover indorsed the said note and the same was de¬ 
livered to plaintiff who is now the legal holder thereof. Plaintiff 
states that the said note, together with the interest thereon now re¬ 
mains wholl)’’ unpaid, wherefore plaintiff asks judgment against de¬ 
fendant for the amount of said note, together with interest from its 
said date and statutory damages. 

“ For another and separate cause of action against said defend¬ 
ant, the said plaintiff states, that heretofore on the twelfth day of 
February, 1895, at the city of New York, the defendant made her 
certain other negotiable promissory note, (herewith filed) 

94 whereby she promised to pay, one year after date to the 
order of John M. Glover the sum of five thousand four hun¬ 
dred dollars, value received with interest from date at the rate of 
six per cent, per annum, that the said John M. Glover indorsed the 
said note and the same was delivered to plaintiff who is now the 
legal holder thereof. Plaintiff states that the said note, together 
with the interest thereon, now remains wholly unpaid, wherefore 
plaintiff asks judgment against defendant for the amount of said 
last named note together with interest from its said date and statu¬ 
tory damages. 

“CHESTER H. KRUM, 

For Plaintiff. 

$5,400.# New York, Feb’y 12th, 1895. 

One year after date I promise to j)ay to the order of John Id- 
Glover five thousand four hundred dollars, the same to be a charge 
on my separate estate—value received with interest from date at the 
rate of six per cent, per annum. 

AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER. 

No. — Due- 

(The following endorsed on back of note:) John M. Glover. 

United States op America, I 

State of New York, City and County of New York, J ' 

95 On the 13th day of February in the year of our Lord, one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety six at the request of the 

Chase National Bank of the City of New York I, the subscriber, a 
notary public of the State of New York, duly commissioned and 
sworn, did present the original promissory note hereto annexed to 
the paying teller of the Chase national bank in the city of New 
York (being the place where the said promissory note is payable), 
and demanded payment thereof, which was refused saying “ Having 
received no instructions about payment.” 

Whereupon, I, the said notary, at the request aforesaid, did pro¬ 
test, and by these presents to publicafiy and solemnly protest, as well 
against the makers and endorsers of said promissory note as against 
7—1342a 
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all others whom it doth or may concern, for exchange, re-exchange 
and all costs, damages, and interest alread 3 ' incurred and to be here¬ 
after incurred for want of pa 3 'ment of said promissory note. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set hand and affixed 
my seal at the city of New York, aforesaid. 

W. 0. JONES, 

[seal.] Notai'y Public for Kings County. 

Certificate filed in New York count 3 L 

$5400 ^ New York, FeVy 12th, 1895.’ 

One year after date I promise to pay to the order of John M. 
Glover five thousand four hundred dollars the same to be a 

96 charge on my separate estate—value received with interest 
from date at the rate of six per cent, per annum. 

AUGUSTA. PATTEN GLOVEE. 

No. — Due- 

(The following endorsed on back of note:) John M. Glover. 

United States op America, 1 

State of New York, City and County of New York, (°°' 

On the 13th day of Februaiy in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety six at the request of the Chase National 
Bank of the City of New York, I, the subscriber, a notary public of 
the State of New York, dul}" commissioned and sworn, did present 
the original promissoiy note hereto annexed to the paying teller of 
the Chase national bank in the city of New York (being the place 
where the said promissory note is payable), and demanded pa 3 unent 
thereof, which was refused, saying “ Have received no instructions 
about payment.” 

Whereupon, I, the said notar}'^, at the request aforesaid, did pro¬ 
test, and by these presents do publicafi}' and solemnly protest, as 
well against the makers and endorsers of said promissoiy note as 
against all others whom it doth or may concern, for exchange, re¬ 
exchange and all costs, damages, and interest already incurred and 
to be hereafter incurred for want of pa 3 'inent of said promissory 
note. 

In testimon}' whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my seal at the city of New York, aforesaid. 

97 W. 0. JONES, 

[seal.] Notary Public for Kings County. 

Certificate filed in New York count}'. 

“ Upon the filing of the said petition, a W'rit of summons for the 
defendant was issued from the office of the said clerk to the sheriff 
of the cit}' of St. Louis. 
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“ The said writ, together with the return of said sheriff thereon, 
are respectively, in words and figures as follows, to wit: ’ 

State op Missouri, 1 
Oity of St. Louis, j ’ 

The State of Missouri “ to the sheriff of the city of St. Louis, 
Greeting: 

We command you to summon Augusta Patten Glover to appear 
before the judges of our circuit court, on the first day of the next 
term thereof, to be held in the city of St. Louis, at the court house 
in said city, on the first Monday of June next, then and there to 
answer the complaint of Edward White as set forth in the annexed 
petition; and have you then and there this writ. 

“ Witness, Thomas B. Rodgers, clerk of said court, with the 

98 seal thereof hereto affixed, at office in the city of St. Louis, 
this 9th day of May, in the year of our Lord eighteen hun¬ 
dred and ninety-eight. 

[seal.] THOS. B. RODGERS, Clei'h. 

Executed this writ in the city of St. Louis, this 14 day of May 
1898, by leaving a copy of the writ and petition as furnished by the 
clerk for Augusta Patten Glover defendant herein, at his usual 
place of abode with a person of his family over the age of 15 years. 
Fee $1. 

HENRY TROLL, Sheriff, 

By JOHN A. MIELERT, Deputy. 

“ And afterwards, to-wit: on May 20th, 1898, the appearance of 
the defendant was entered on the said writ in words and figures, as 
follows, to wit : 

I herebv enter my appearance to the June term. 

AUGUSTA P. GLOVER, 

By JOHN M. GLOVER, Att’y, 

May 20th, 1898. 

And at a term of the said circuit court, begun and held at the court 
house, in the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri, on the 6th day of 
June, 1898, it being the June term, 1898, of said court, were present 
Hon. L. B. Vallaint, judge of said court, Thomas B. Rodgers, clerk 
of said court and Henry Troll, sheriflf of the city of St. Louis. 

“ The court was opened by proclamation. 

99 And afterwards, and during said term of court, the follow¬ 
ing proceedings were had in said cause, to wit: 

“ Wednesday, June 8th, 1898, 


Edward White ) 

vs. V10646. 

Augusta P. Glover. ) 
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On motion of defendant by attorney, ten days’ time is given her 
within which to plead. 

And afterwards on the 10th day of June, 1898, a motion for 
security for costs was filed in said cause, in words and figures as 
follows, to wit: 

In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, June Term, 1898. 

Room 5. 

. White, PlaintiflF, ] 

vs. VNo. 10646, Series A. 

Glover, Defendant, j 

State of Missouri, 1 . 

City of St. Louis, j 

“And now at this day, comes Thomas B. Rodgers, clerk of this 
court, and Henry Troll, sheriff of the city of St. Louis, and move 
tlie court to rule the plaintiff to give security for the costs already 
accrued, and hereafter to accrue, in the above entitled cause, for 
the reason that plaintiff has not sufficient property, subject to exe¬ 
cution, out of which the officers of the court could levy their costs. 

THOS. B. RODGERS, 
Clei’k Circuit Court. 

HENRY TROLL, 

Sha'iff of the City of St. Louis. 

100 State of Missouri, \ . 

City of St. Louis, ( ^ ‘ 

J. A. Fleming, being duly sworn, upon his oath, states that he is 
a deputy clerk of the circuit court, cit}' of St. Louis, that he has 
examined into the subject matter of the above motion, and that the 
facts stated in said motion are true to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. 

J. A. FLEMING. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th day of June, 1898. 

THOS. B. RODGERS, 

Clerk Circuit Court. 

And afterwards, and at the said June term, 1898, of said court the 
following further proceedings were had in said cause, to wit: 

Wednesday, June 15th, 1898. 

Edward White 

vs. 

A. P. Glover. 



(10646.) 
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And other causes. 

Sheriff’s return on notice of filing of motion for security for costs 
filed. 

It is ordered by the court that the motion heretofore filed and 
submitted herein for security for costs be sustained and that ten (10) 
days’ be time given plaintiff within which to furnish the same. 

101 Monday, June 20<^, 1898. 


Edward White ) 

vs. > (10646.) 

Augusta P. Glover. ) 

Bond for Casts Given and Approved. 

The said return, answer and bond, are respectively in the words 
and figures following, to wit: 

In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, June Term, 1898. 

Room 5. 

White, Plaintiff, "j 

vs. VNo. 10646, Series A. 

Glover, Defendant.) 

State of Missouri, 1 . 

aty of St. Louis, j 

And now at this day, come Thomas B. Rodgers, clerk of this 
court, and Henry Troll, sheriff of the city of St. Louis and move 
the court to rule the plaintiff to give security for the costs already 
accrued, and hereafter to accrue, in the above entitled cause, for the 
reason that plaintiff has not sufficient property, subject to execu¬ 
tion, out of which the officers of the court could levy their costs. 

THOMAS B. RODGERS, 

Clerk Circuit Court. 

HENRY TROLL, 

Sheriff of the City of St. Louis. 


102 State of Missouri, I . 

City of St. Louis, j 

J. A. Fleming, being duly sworn, upon his oath, states, that he is 
a deputy clerk of the circuit court, city of St. Louis, that he has ex¬ 
amined into the subject matter of the above motion, and that the 
facts stated in said motion are true to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. 

J. A. FLEMING. 


JUtL-ll 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6tb day of June, 1898. 

TH0M4S B. RODGERS, 

Clerk Circuit Court. 

To C. H. Krum, Esq., plaintiff’s attorney of record : 

Take notice that a motion for security for costs in the above cause 
has been filed, of which above is a copy. 

Verv respectfully, 

THOS. B. RODGERS, 

Cl&i'k Circuit Court. 
HENRY TROLL, 

Sheriff of City of St. Louis. 

Served this notice in the city of St. Louis; this 7th day of June, 
1898 by delivering a copy of the same to the within named C. H. 
Krum. 

HENRY TROLL, Sliei'iff, 
By J. D. BECKER, Deputy. 

103 In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, State of Mo. 

Edward White, PUfif, 
vs. 

Augusta P. Glover, Defendant. 

Now comes the defendant and by way of answer to the petition 
denies each and every allegation therein contained. 

2. Further answering she says that at all the dates mentioned in 
the petition slie was and now is the wife of John M. Glover then 
and now domiciled and residing in the city of St. Louis, State of 
Missouri. The same peesioned mentioned as payee in the notes de¬ 
scribed in the petition whereof the plaintiff ought not to have or 
maintain his said action. 

3. Further answering she says that Edward White did not at the 
institution of this suit own the notes described in the petition or 
have any interest therein legal or equitable but that the same were 
the property of one J. B. Johnson of the city of St. Louis, and if the 
said White ever had any interest in right to said note he had prior 
to the institution of this suit delivered assigned and set over all his 
right title and interest, legal or equitable therein to the said J. B. 

Johnson. And in pursuance thereof delivered to him the 

104 possession of said note wherefore this action is not prosecuted 
by the real party in interest as required by S. 1990 of the 

Rev. Stat. of Mo. 1898, wherefore she asks to be hence dismissed 
with her costs. 

JOHN M. GLOVER, AWy. 

I acknowledge myself bound for all costs that have accrued or 
may accrue in the case of Edward White against Augusta P. Glover. 
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AVitness my hand and seal at St. Louis, this fourteenth day of June, 
1898 

J. B. JOHNSON, [seal.] 

Approved by the court this 20th day of June, 1898. 

Attest: THOS. B. RODGERS, Clerk. 


And afterwards, to wit: on July 1st, 1898, a reply was filed in 
said cause, in words and figures as follows, to wit: 


In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, Division One. 


Edward AVhite 
vs. 

Augusta Patten Glover. 



By way of reply to the answer of defendant, plaintiff denies each 
and every allegation in said answer contained. 

CHESTER H. KRUM, 

For Plaintiff. 

105 And afterwards, to wit: on September 30th, 1898, the said 
June term, 1898, of said court was adjouiTied by proclama¬ 
tion. 

And at a term of the said circuit court, begun and held at the 
court house in the city and State aforesaid, and on the 6th day of 
February, 1899, it being the February term 1899, of said court, were 
present: Hon. H. D. Wood, judge of said court, Henry Troll, clerk 
of the said court and John H. Pohlman, slieriff of the city of St. 
Louis. 

The court was opened by proclamation. 

And afterwards and during said term of court, the following pro¬ 
ceedings were had in said cause, to wit: 

Friday, March l0</i, 1899. 

Edward A¥hite ] 

vs. >(10646 A.) 

Augusta Patten Glover. I 


Amended answer filed by leave. 

Monday, March IZth, 1899. 


Edward AVhite ] 

vs. >(10646 A.) 

Augusta P. Glover. ) 


Reply filed. 
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The said answer and reply, are respectivel)’^ in the words and 
figures following, to wit: 


In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, State of Missouri. 
Edward White, Plaintiff, 

Augusta P. Glover, Defendant. 


106 Now comes the defendant and for her amended answer to 
the petition filed bj' leave, denies each and every allegation 

therein contained. 

1. Further answering she says that at all the dates mentioned she 
was and is now the wife of John M. Glover, then and now domiciled 
and residing in the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri and the same 
mentioned as paj'ee in the notes described in the petition. 

2. Further answering she says that Edward White the plaintiff 
was not at the institution of the suit the owner of tlie notes described 
in the declaration nor did he have any interest tlierein but the same 
were the property of one J. B. Johnson resident in the city of St. 
Louis and that the said Edward White is not the real party in 
interest, but the said J. B. Johnson is the real party in interest. 

3. Further answering she says that the notes described are the 
renewals of prior notes of the same tenor and effect and without 
other consideration than the prior notes; that the prior notes were 
given in consideration of stock purchased from the payee the said 
John M. Glover, and that the plaintiff purchased the same relying 
upon the warranty of said Johnson and the payee that the said 
stock was stock in a corporation which was a sound dividend paying 
company and the defendant in ignorance of the real fact purchased 
the said stock relying upon the said representation and warranty 
of the said payee as aforesaid made at the time of the execution of 

the said note, and the delivery of said stock; that the said 

107 warranty was not true; that the said corporation was not 
sound and had not paid any dividends for years and was not 

solvent, and in consideration thereof, the payee of the said notes 
rescinded the said sale between him and the defendant and she 
returned him the said stock, and he agreed in consideration thereof 
to cancel and return the said notes to her. And this agreement 
was made prior to any notice to this defendant that the said note 
had been transferred by the payee to any person, and at the time 
said Edward White and J. B. Johnson had actual notice of said 
representation and wari’anty and the breach thereof. 

S. Further answering she says, that the notes are renewals of the 
prior notes of the same tenor and effect and without other consid¬ 
eration have the prior notes that the prior notes were given in 
consideration of stock purchased from the pa 3 '^ee, the said John M. 
Glover; and that the plaintiff purchased the same, relying upon the 
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warranty of the payee and Johnson that the said stock was stock in a 
corporation which was a sound dividend paying company and the 
defendant in ignorance of the real fact purchased the said stock re¬ 
lying upon the said representation and warranty of the said payee 
as aforesaid made at the time of the execution of the said notes and 
the delivery of said stock ; that the said corporation was not sound 
and had not paid any dividends for years and was not solvent, all 
of which the said White and Johnson well knew at the time, 
whereby this defendant was damaged in the sum of five thousand 
dollars. 

108 4. That the payee in said notes before mentioned was at all 

the times mentioned in the petition and in this answer in¬ 
debted to this defendant for loans made to him out of her separate 
estate in a sum larger than the face of the notes and interest at the 
present time which loans were then and are now due and unpaid. 

JOHN M. GLOVER, Att’y. 


In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis. 

Edward White, Plaintiff, ] 

v$. >No.—. 

Augusta P. Glover, Defendant.) 

By way of reply to the amended answer of the defendant the 
plaintiff denies each and every allegation in said amended answer 
contained. 

CHESTER H. KRUM, 

For Plaintiff. 

And afterwards, to wit: on the 1st day of April, 1899 the said 
February term, 1899, of said court, was adjourned by proclama¬ 
tion. 

And at a term of the said court begun and held at the court house,. 
in the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri, on the third day 
109 of April, 1899, it being the April term, 1899, of the said court, 
were present Hon. H. D. Wood, judge of the said court, 
Henry Troll, clerk of said court, and John H. Poblman, sheriff of 
the city of St. Louis. The court was opened by proclamation. 

And afterwards, and during the said term of court, the following 
proceedings were had in said cause, to wit: 

Tuesday, May 23rd, 1899. 

Edward White ) 

vs. V(10646 A.) 

Augusta Patten Glover, j 

Now at this day come said parties by their respective attorneys 
and waiving a jury submit this cause to the court upon the evidence, 
8—1342a 
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pleadings and proof adduced and the court having duly considered 
the same, doth find that defendant is indebted to the plaintiff in the 
sum of sixty seven hundred eighty-six and 90/100 dollars on the 
1st count of the petition and in the sum of sixty seven hundred 
eighty six and 90/100 dollars on the 2nd count of the petition 
making a total indebtedness of thirteen thousand five hundred 
seventy tliree and 80 /100 dollars. It is therefore considered and 
adjudged by the court that the plaintiff recover of defendant the 
indebtedness aforesaid, to-wit: thirteen thousand five hundred sev¬ 
enty three and 80 /100 dollars together with his costs and charges 
herein expended and have execution therefor. 

110 Motion for new trial filed. 

The said motion for a new trial, is in words and figures as follows, 
to wit: 


White 
Glover. 

Now comes the defendant and moves the court to set aside the 
virdict and judgment in this case and for a new trial and for grounds 
thereof assigns that 

(1.) The court erred in admitting illegal and incompetent evi¬ 
dence for the pl’fif. 

The court erred in admitting the New York statute the same not 
having been pleaded. 

(2.) The verdict and judgment should be for the def’t. 

JOHN M. GLOVER, Ait'y. 

And afterwards, to wit: on June 3rd, 1899, the said April term, 
1899, of said court was adjourned by proclamation. 

And at a term of the said court, begun and held at the court house, 
in the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri, on the fifth day of June, 
1899, it being the June term 1899, of said court, were present Hon. 
H. D. Wood, judge of the said court, Henry Troll, clerk of said court 
and John H. Pohlman, sheriff of the cit}^ of St. Louis. The court 
was opened by proclamation. 

And afterwards, and during the said term of court, the following 
proceeding was had in said cause, to wit; 

111 Monday, June 12th, 1899. 



Edward White 
vs. 

Augusta Patten Glover. 


10646 A. 


It is ordered by the court that the motion for a new trial hereto¬ 
fore filed herein be sustained for the reason of error on the part of 
the court in admitting testimoii}" as to the law of New York and 
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that the judgment heretofoi’e entered herein be and the same is 
hereby set aside and for naught held or esteemed. 

And afterwards, to wit: on September 27th, 1899, the said June 
term, 1899, of said court was adjourned by pi'oelamation. 

And at a term of the said court, begun and held at the court 
house in the city of St. Louis, and State of Missouri, on the fourth of 
February, 1901, it being the Februaiy term, 1901, of said court, 
were present, Hon. Daniel D. Fisher, judge of said court, Henry 
Troll, clerk of said court, and Joseph F. Dickman, sheriff of the 
cit}' of St. Louis. The court was opened by proclamation. 

And afterwards, and during said term of court the following pro¬ 
ceedings were had in said cause, to wit: 

Wednesday, March 20th, 1901. 

Edward White 1 

vs. y (10646 A.) 

Augusta Patten Glover, j 

112 Amended petition filed by leave. 

Copy of amended petition filed by leave. 

The said amended petition and copy of amended petition, are re¬ 
spectively, in words and figures as follows; to wit: 

In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, June Term, 1898. 

Room 5. 

Edward White, Plaintiff, 1 

vs. yNo. 10646. 

Augusta Patten Glover, Defendant, j 

The City of St. Louis, ss : 

By way of amended petition, the plaintiff states, that the defend¬ 
ant is a married woman, and at the time of the making of the notes 
hereinafter described was the wife and now is the wife of John M. 
Glover, hereinafter named as the payee of said notes; that at the 
time of the making of the said notes and their delivery to the plain¬ 
tiff, by virtue of the General Statutes of the State of New York, to 
wit: “ An act in relation to the rights and liabilities of married 
woman,” Revised Statutes 1877-1895, being volume three General 
Statutes chapter 381, Laws 1884, as amended by the law of 1892, 
chapter 549, the contract of a married woman, with her hus- 

113 band or others was valid and enforceable against her, whether 
she was, or was not possessed of a separate estate; that here¬ 
tofore, to wit: on the twelfth day of February 1895, at the city of 
New York in the State of New York, the defendant made her nego- 
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tiable promissor}^ note, (heretofore filed), whereby she promised to 
pay to the order of John M. Glover, the sum of five thousand four 
hundred dollars, one year after date, value received, witli interest 
from date at the rate of six per cent, per annum, that the said John 
M. Glover indorsed the said note and it was then and there deliv¬ 
ered to plaintiflF, for value and he is now the lawful holder thereof. 
Plaintiff states that the said notes, together with the interest thereon, 
now remains wholl}^ unpaid. Wherefore plaintiff asks judgment 
against defendant for the amount of said note, together with interest 
from its said date and statutory damages. 

For another and separate cause of action against said defendant 
the said plaintiff states that heretofore on the twelfth day of Febru¬ 
ary 1895, at the city of New York in the State of New York, the de¬ 
fendant made her certain other negotiable, promissory note (already 
filed) whereby she promised to pay, one year after date, to the order 
of John M. Glover, the sum of five thousand four hundred dollars, 
value received, with interest from date at the rate of six per cent, 
per annum, that the said John M. Glover indorsed the said note and 
it was then and there delivered to plaintiff for value, who is now the 
legal holder thereof. Plaintiff states that the said note together 

with the interest thereon, now remains wholly unpaid— I 
114 wherefore plaintiff asks judgment against said defendant for I 
the amount of said last named note together with interest 
from its said date and statutory damages. 

CHESTER H. KRUM, 

Attorney for Plaintiff, 

f 

State of Missouri, I 

City of St. Louis, I ' 

Chester H. Krum having been duly sworn, states that to his per¬ 
sonal knowledge the defendant Augusta Patten Glover is not a resi¬ 
dent of the city of St. Louis and that her counsel John M. Glover 
is not a resident of said city. Affiant states farther that he has 
made diligent inquiry as to the whereabouts of both tlie defendant 
and her counsel, but has been unable to locate either of them and 
has been and is unable to serve on either of them a copy of the 
foregoing amended petition. Affiant states farther that the defend¬ 
ant has no other counsel upon whom service can be had, and that 
neither defendant, nor her counsel reside in this State. 

CHESTEE H. KEUM. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of March 1901. 

WM. WEHRENBRECHT, 

[seal.] Notary Public. 

My term expires Febr. 16th, 1905. 
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Room 5. 

115 In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis, June Term, 1898. 

Edward White, Plaintiff, I 

■vs. VNo. 10646. 

Augusta Patton Glover, Defendant, j 

The City of St. Louis, ss : 

By way of amended petition, the plaintiff states, that the defend¬ 
ant is a married woman, and at tlie time of the making of the notes 
hereinafter described was the wife and now is the wife of John M. 
Glover, hereinafter named as the payee of said notes; that at the 
time of the making of the said notes and their delivery to the 
plaintiff, by virtue of the Genei'al Statutes of the State of New York 
to-wit: “ An act in relation to the rights and liabilities of married, 
woman,” Revised Statutes 1877-1895, being volume three General 
Statutes chapter 381, Laws 1884, as amended by the law of 1892, 
chapter 549, the contract of a married woman, with her husband or 
others was valid and enforceahle against her, whether she was, or was 
not possessed of a separate estate; that heretofore, to wit, on the 
twelfth day of February 1895, at the city of New York in the State of 
New York, the defendant made her negotiable promissory note, (here¬ 
tofore filed), whereby she promised to pay to the order of 

116 John M. Glover, the sura of five thousand four hundred dol¬ 
lars one year after date, value received, with interest from 

date at the rate of six per cent, per annum, that the said John M. 
Glover indorsed the said note and it was then and there delivered 
to plaintiff, for value and he is now the lawful holder thereof. 
Plaintiff states that the’said notes, together with the interest thereon, 
now remains wholly unpaid. Wherefore plaintiff asks judgment 
against the defendant for the amount of said note, together with 
interest from its said date and statutory damages. 

For another and separate cause of action against said defendant 
the said plaintiff states that heretofore on the twelfth day of Febru¬ 
ary 1895, at the city of New York in the State of New York, the de¬ 
fendant made her certain other negotiable, promissory note, (already 
filed), whereby she promised to pay, one year after date, to the order 
of John M. Glover, the sum of five thousand four hundred dollars, 
value received, with interest from date at the rate of six per cent, 
per annum, that the said John M. Glover, indorsed the said note 
and it was then and there delivered to plaintiff for value, who is 
now the legal holder thereof. Plaintiff states that the said note, 
together with the interest thereon, now remains wholly unpaid— 
wherefore plaintiff asks judgment against said defendant for the 
amount of said last named note together with interest from its said 
date and statutory damages. 

CHESTER H. KRUM, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 





62 JfiDWARD WHITE VS. AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER ET AL. 


117 State of Missouri, ) 

City of St. Louis, J * 

Chester H. Kruin having been duly sworn, states that to bis per¬ 
sonal knowledge the defendant Augusta Patten Glover is not a resi¬ 
dent of tlie city of St. Louis and that her counsel John M. Glover is 
not a resident of said city. Affiant states farther that he has made 
diligent inquiry as to the whereabouts of both the defendant and 
her counsel, but has beeji unable to locate either of them and has 
been and is unable to serve on either of them a copy of the fore¬ 
going amended petition. Affiant states farther that the defendant 
has no other counsel upon whom service can be had, and that 
neither defendant, nor her counsel reside in this State. 

CHESTER H. KRUM. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of March, 1901. 

WM. WEHRENBRECHT, 

[seal.] Notary Public. 

My term expires Febr. IGth^ 1905. 

118 In the Circuit Court, City of St. Louis. 

Room 5. 

Edwaiid White 1 

vs. > No. 10646. 

Augusta Patton Glover, j 

State of Missouri, I . 

Oity oj Si. Louis, J ‘ 

Chester H. Krum having been duly sworn states that on the 
twentieth day of March, 1901, after tlie amended petition had been 
filed in this cause, he put up and posted in the office of the clerk of 
this court the copy of said amended petition hereunto attached and 
that such copy remained posted in said office until the twenty-first 
day of May, 1901. 

CHESTER H. KRUM. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd day of May, 1901. 

My term expires Sept. 14,1902. 

[seal.] henry a. KERSTING, 

Notary Public. 


In the Circuit Court of St. Louis. 


Edward White, Plaintiff, ] 

vs. VNo. 10646, 

xluGUSTA Patton Glover, Defendant, j 
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119 To Augusta Patton Glover, defendant, and John M. Glover, 

her attorney: 

You will take notice, that on Wednesday the 20th day of March 
1901, by leave of court in the above entitled cause, the plaintiff filed 
an amended petition, seeking a recovery upon the notes sued on in 
the original petition and pleading the laws of the State of New York 
by virtue of whose operation, the said notes are valid and enforce¬ 
able contracts of the defendant. 

CHESTER H. KRUM, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 

And afterwards to wit: on March 30th, 1901, the said February 
term, 1901, of said court, was adjourned by proclamation. 

And at a term of tbe said court, begun and held at the court 
house in the city of St. Louis and State of Missouri, were present 
Hon. Daniel D. Fisher, judge of the said court, Henry Troll, clerk 
of said court and Joseph F. Dickman, sheriff of the city of St. Louis. 
The court was opened by proclamation. And afterwards, and at 
the said term of court were present, the same judge, clerk and 
sheriff last aforesaid, and the following proceedings were had in 
said cause, to wit: 

120 Wednesday, May 22nd, 1901. 

Edward White 1 

vs. V10646 A. 

Augusta Patton Glover. ) 

Now at this day comes the plaintiff by attorney but defendant 
though having heretofore answered herein comes not thereupon 
plaintiff waiving a jury submits this cause to the court upon the evi¬ 
dence pleadings and proof adduced and the court having heard and 
duly considered same doth find that defendant is indebted to plain¬ 
tiff on the first count of the petition in the sum of seventy four 
hundred thirty five and 30/100 dollars and on the second count of 
the petition in the sum of seventy four hundred thirty five and 
30 /100. Making a total indebtedness of fourteen thousand eight 
hundred seventy and 60/100 dollars. It is therefore considered and 
adjudged by the court that plaintiff have and recover of defendant 
the indebtedness aforesaid to wit: fourteen thousand eight hundred 
seventy and 60/100 dollars, together with his costs and charges 
herein expended and have execution therefor. 

And afterwards, to wit: on May 31st 1901, the said April term 
1901, of said court was adjourned by proclamation. 

121 State op Missouri, 1 

City of St. Louis, j ' 

I, Henry Troll, clerk of the circuit court, city of St. Louis, (the 
same being a court of record in and for said city and State), certify 
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the annexed to be a full true and complete transcript of the record 
and proceedings in the above entitled cause, as fully as the same 
remains of record in my office. 

In testimony whereof, I hereto set my hand and affix the 
[seal.] seal of said court at office, in the city of St. Louis, this 
nineteenth day of July nineteen hundred and one. 

HENRY TROLL, Glerh. 

State op Missouri, I 
CUy of St. Louis, ( ' 

I, D. D. Fisher, acting presiding judge of the circuit court of the 
eighth judicial circuit of tlie State of Missouri (which circuit is com¬ 
posed of the city aforesaid), certify that Henry Troll, whose signa¬ 
ture appears to the foregoing certificate, is, and was, at the time of 
signing the same, clerk of the circuit court, city of St. Louis (the 
same being a court of record in and for said city and State, and that 
the said attestation is in due form. 

Given under my hand this nineteenth day of July, 1901. 

D. D. FISHER, 

Acting Presiding Judge of the Circuit Court of the 

Eighth Judicial Circuit of the State of Missouri. 

122 State op Missouri, 1 

(My of St. Louis, ) ' 

I, Henry Troll, clerk of the circuit court, city of St. Louis (the 
same being a court of record in and for said city and State), certify 
that Daniel D. Fisher is acting presiding judge of the circuit court 
of the eighth judicial circuit of the State of Missouri, duly commis¬ 
sioned and qualified. 

In testimony whereof, I hereto set m 3 " hand and affix the seal of 
said court, at office, in the city of St. Louis, this nineteenth day of 


July nineteen hundred and one. 

[seal.] henry troll, Clet'h. 
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(Back of same:) Circuit court, city of St Louis June terra, 1898 
Edward White vs. Augusta Patton Glover No. 10646 A Room 5 
Authenticated transcript $11.00 clerk fee paid by J. B. Johnson. 

No cross examination. 

J. W. LATIMER. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23rd day of September, 
A. D. 1902. 


R. S. BOSWELL, Examiner, 


125 Exhibit No. 1. 

Augusta Patten Glover) 23 ,, 24 a. m 

rDeed 

Mary E. Patten et al. ) 


This indenture, made this seventh day of February in the year of 
our Lord one thousand nine hundred and one by and between Au¬ 
gusta Patten Glover party of the first part, and Mary E. Patten, 
Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten and Helen Patten parties of 
the second part. Witnesseth, that the party of the first part, for and 
in consideration of ten (10) dollars lawful money of the United 
States of America to her in hand paid by the parties of the second 
part, receipt of which before the sealing and delivery of these pres¬ 
ents is hereby acknowledged, has given, granted, bargained and 
sold, aliened, enfeoffed, released, conveyed and confirmed and does 
by these, presents give, grant, bargain and sell, alien, enfeoff, re¬ 
lease, convey and confirm unto the parties of the second part their 
heirs and assigns forever, the following described land and premises, 
9—1342a 
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namely, all and singular the land, premises and real estate of what 
description soever and wheresoever situate of which Anastasia Patten 
late of the District of Columbia, deceased, died seized and possessed, 
or to which at the time of her death she was in any wise or to any 
extent entitled, whether legally or equitably, and whether in pos¬ 
session or expectancy, and especially all and any such land, premises 
and real estate situate lying and being in the said District of Colum¬ 
bia, together with all and singular the improvements, ways, easements, 
rights, privileges and appurtenances to the same belonging or in any¬ 
wise appertaining, and all the estate, right, titile, interest and 

126 claim, either at law or in equity, or otherwise however of the 
party of the first part, of, in, to or out of the said land and 

premises. To have and to hold the said land, premises and appur¬ 
tenances unto and to the only use of the parties of the second part 
their heirs and assigns forever, as tenants in common and not as 
joint tenants. And the said Augusta Patten Glover for herself and 
her heirs executors and administrators do hereby covenant and 
agree to and with the parties of the second part their heirs and as¬ 
signs, that she the party of the first part and her heirs shall and will 
warrant and forever defend the said land and premises and appur¬ 
tenances unto the parties of the second part their heirs and assigns, 
from and against the claims of all persons claiming or to claim the 
same or any part thereof, or interest therein, by, from, under or 
through her the said Augusta Patten Glover. And further, that the 
party of the first part and her heirs shall and will at any and all 
times hereinafter upon the request and at the cost of the parties of 
the second part their heirs and assigns, make and execute all such 
other deed or deeds or other assurance in law for the more certain 
and effectual conveyance of the said land and premises and appur¬ 
tenances unto the parties of the second part their heirs or assigns, as 
the parties of the second part their heirs or assigns or their counsel 
learned in the law shall advise devise or require. In testimony 
whereof said party of the first part has hereunto set her hand and 
affixed her seal on the day and year first hereinbefore written. 

AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER, [seal.] 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of— 

HENRY PARSONS. 

127 United States of America, 1 
State of New York, County of New York, / 

I, Peter B. Vermilya, a notary public in and for the said county 
of New York do hereby certify that Augusta Patten Glover party to 
a certain deed bearing date on the seventh day of February, A. D. 
1901, and hereunto annexed, personally appeared before me in the 
city and county of New York the said Augusta Patten Glover being 
personally well known to me as the person who executed the said 
deed and acknowledged the same to be her act and deed and the 
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said Augusta Patten Glover being by me examined privily and 
apart from her husband and having the deed aforesaid fully ex¬ 
plained to her b)’^ me, acknowledged the same to be her act and deed 
and declared that she willingly signed, sealed and delivered the 
same and that she wished not to retract it. 

Given under my hand and official seal this seventh day of Febru¬ 
ary, A. D. 1901. 

[notarial SEAL.] PETER B. VERMILYA, 

Notary Public, N. Y. Co. 

State op New York, 1 
County of New York, f ’ 

I, William Sohmer, clerk of the county of New York and also 
clerk of the supreme court for the said county, the same being a court 
of record do hereby certify that Peter B. Vermilya whose name is 
subsci’ibed to the certificate of the proof or acknowledgment of the 
annexed instrument and thereon written, was at the time of taking 
such proof or acknowledgment a notary public in and for the county 
of New York dwelling in said county, commissioned and 

128 sworn and duly authorized to take the same. And further 
that I am well acquainted with the handwriting of such no¬ 
tary and verily believe that the signature to the said certificate of 
proof or acknowledgment is genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of the said court and county the 18 day of Feb. 1901. 
[court seal.] WM. sohmer. Clerk. 

129 State op Maryland, 1 . 

City of Baltimore, f 

Augusta P. Glover, being duly sworn, upon her oath states: 

I have been in the veiy small village of Hampton, Virginia, since 
the 16th day of May, 1898, until about ten days ago when 1 came to 
Washington. During that time, I received numerous letters through 
the post office, simply addressed to Hampton, Va., and one or more 
which reached me though addressed to the Chamberlain hotel at 
Old Point Comfort, some miles distant. I have received numerous 
telegrams and money orders through the telegraph company and 
my presence and residence were well known to the banks and post 
office. I have frequently met persons who lived in Washington and 
were acquainted with my sisters. It is incredible therefore that Mr. 
Davis could have sent an attorney to ascertain my whereabouts with¬ 
out finding me, unless the attorney deliberately refused to do so. My 
sisters never sent me any direct information that they had filed an 
account, nor did they ever send me any copy of their account until 
Saturday last, when I received one by mail at the Stafford hotel, 
Baltimore. I had no notice whatever that any account had been 
ordered nor that any account had been filed by the executrices until 
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after I received notice from my husband and counsel that an appll 
cation had been made to remove me. 

And further the affiant saith not. 

AUGUSTA PATTON GLOVER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 1st day of December 
1898. 


HARRY W. RODGERS, 

Notary Public. 


130 


United States of America, 1 
District of Columbia, J 


John M. Glover being duly sworn upon his oath states that Au¬ 
gusta P. Glover has been in Hampton, Virginia since about June 1, 
1898, and is well known there at the bank, the telegraph office and 
the post office at all the times between that date and the present: 

That he as her counsel has not attempted to file an account for 
her since knowledge of the order to show cause why she should not 
be removed because as he understood it it would have been desre- 
spectful to the court to do so and amount to ignoring the pending 
order; if removed she could not claim commissions if not removed 
she could; that as he understands the practice to be in every probate 
court and executrix cannot file an account pending an application 
for removal; that he has been Mrs. Glover’s counsel since 1888; 
and that she and he as such have from the beginning that is since 
the attempt to remove Mrs. Glover before been kept in ignorance of 
collections and all details of administration; that as he knows 
neither she nor he has any knowledge of whether the $29,000 of 
collection reported since the motion was filed are correct and in full 
or not; that as illustrating the ease with which mistakes may be 
made even against interest and with the best intentions he knows 
positively that the Misses Patten are entitled to credit for $45,000 
in legacies -Inch they have paid and failed to take credit for in their 
account and that there are other minor but still considerable errors 
in their own favor. 

131 Another error is that they claim to retain interest on their 
claims from Sept. 12th, 1888 to the present time on $90,000 
making $212,000 in interest alone whereas they received $340,000 in 
Oct. 1890 cutting their claims down from 90,000 to $5,000.00 each. 
Again they by their account make out the estate to be insolvent 
and yet fail to charge themselves with the use and occupation of the 
homestead, family plate, furniture, etc., which they exclusively use- 
frora Sept. 12,1888 to March 5th, 1891 without compensation. By 
claiming all the commissions for themselves, by a false charge for 
interest of over $100,000 by recognizing the provisional distribution 
so far as to claim all the income of the estate since its date Oct. 27th 
1890, and at tlie same time ignoring it so far as to keep interest run¬ 
ning on it for their claims in full for eight years afterwards they 






EDWARD WHITE VS. AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER ET AL. 69 

present in view of the limited jurisdiction of the orphans’ court a 
perplexing and baffling and perplexing maze of legal questions with 
which affiant professes himself to be unable to deal without careful 
consideration. 

In addition thereto he saj's that if they are creditors of the estate 
so is Mrs. Glover the indebtedness was originally for the same amount 
and has never been paid unless the partial distribution since Mrs. 
Patten’s death be taken as such; and affiant says that he knows 
positively from Mrs. Patten herself that the bonds given Mrs. 
Glover on her wedding day had no relation to any debt of 

132 any kind but were intended as an advancement from Mrs. 
Patten’s own estate to be accounted for in the distribution 

tlmreof so that all the daughters should share equally therein and 
there is in her opinion ample evidence from disinterested sources to 
prove that fact. Farther he says that both he and Mrs. Glover 
from the first as can be proven by Senator Stewart of Nevada, and 
as has been testified to by him observed Mrs. Patten’s wishes in 
this respect and offered to bring the $100,000 into hotchpot as an 
advancement but the offer was rejected in favor of the theory of 
creditors and its unfair and inequitable extension as shown in the 
present accounting. 

Affiant says that the attempt in this account to bring her into 
debt to the estate 108.00 compels her to advance her claim as cred¬ 
itor in her own account. 

Wherefore she prays the court not to compel her to act without 
deliberation enough for self protection where the interests of the 
petitioners are hostile to hers, to allow her to file a separate account' 
or given access to the papers of estate and to grant her in view of 
the difficulty and gravity of the questions presented to her the same 
term of tliirty days which the court originally thought fair notice of 
same. She says that on Saturday night last for the first time she 
received from the other petitioners a copy of— and he never received 
any. And further affiant says not. 

JOHN M. GLOVER, Att’y. 

John M. Glover being duly sworn upon his oath states that 

133 he has read the foregoing petition and the facts stated therein 
are true. 

JOHN M. GLOVER. 

(On back of same ;j No. 3234, D 14. In re estate of Anastasia 
Patten. In re motion to remove Augusta P. Glover. Affidavit and 
motion for leave to file separate account filed Nov. 29,1898, J. Nota 
McGill, John M. G’over, att’y. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. I now hand you a document purporting to be an order of 
July 29. 1898, and citation thereon and proof of service, filed on 
the ^th day of September, 1898, in the proceedings in the estate of 
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tlic late Anastasia Patton, probate No. 3234, and ask you whether 
it is one of tlie papers in those proceedings which you have brought 
here. A. Yes. 

134 Mr. Emig : We now offer in evidence the following portions 
of this paper identified by the deputy register of wills, namely 

the affidavit of Henry E. Davis', the page immediately following the 
affidavit and containing an envelope; also the page immediately 
following that page, purporting to be a letter from Mr. Davis to 
Augusta Patton Glover, and ask that the examiner make copies of 
the three portions of tlie paper referred to, the same to be incorpo¬ 
rated in the record with leave to refer to the original portions of the 
paper at the hearing of this cause. 

Mr. Davis: I object to the introduction of this paper as incompe¬ 
tent for any purpose whatsoever purporting to refer to any res inter 
alios acta; as not relevant or material in any of its particulars to 
any issue in this cause; as an ex parte affidavit in respect of which 
the defendants had no opportunity of cross examination, and as not 
binding in an}' respect upon the parties whom I represent in this 
cause in relation to any of the issues therein. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. I now hand you a document purporting to be the first and 
final account of Mary E. Patton, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. 
Patten and Helen Patten, four of the executrices, approved .and 
passed July 15,1898, in the estate of the late Anastasia Patten, and 
ask you if this is a portion of the papers which you brought with 
you from the register of wills’ office this morning? A. Yes. 

Mr. Emig: 

Q. I now offer in evidence the first half of the first page of 
the document purporting to be the first and final account of 
the said executrices, filed on the 5th day of July, 1898; also 

135 the items, contained on the sixth page of said document. 

Mr. Davis : I object to the introduction of this paper or 
any part thereof as incompetent and not relevant or material to any 
of the issues involved in this cause. 

Mr. Emig: The portions referred to are as follows: 

No. 3234. 

Adm’n Doc. 14. 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Special Term for 

Orphans’ Court Business. 

First (and final) account of Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten, 
Edith A. Patten and Helen Patten, executrices under the last will 
and testament of Anastasia Patten, deceased rendered in pursuance 
of an order of court dated April 1, 1898. 
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They charge themselves with the inventory of personal property 
filed by them on the 27th day of April 1889 recorded in inventories 
and sales No. 19 D. C. folio 185, consisting of the following: 


Household furniture, jewelry &c.,appraised (@). $33,966.40 

Notes “ “ . 378,666.76J 

Stocks and bonds “ “ . 41,115.00 


$453,648.16J 


Money received as follows: 


From Josephine A. Patten, collector. $41,050.13 

“ interest on notes. 4,835.54 

“ dividends on stocks. 615.00 

$46,500.67 

* * * * Ji: He * 


136 Also the items contained on the sixth page of said docu¬ 
ment ; one the first line of said page, “ Brought forward,” 
$24,807.31. In the adjoining column $500,148.83^ the latter repre¬ 
senting the assets with which the said executrices had charged them¬ 
selves. Also the item on page No. 6, half way down the page dated 
October 27, Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company, dividend, 
$165. and the item directly adjoining thereto, namely, $29,966.23; 
which item added to tlie $500,148.83^ makes $530,115.06, represent¬ 
ing the amount with which the executrices had charged themselves 
in said estate, also all the items contained on page 8 of said docu¬ 
ment, as well as all the items contained on page 9 of said document; 
meaning thereby, that we offer in evidence all of the portions of this 
document referred to, including the writing as well as the figures 
contained in the debit and credit columns, and ask that the ex¬ 
aminer embody the same in his record, and that leave be granted to 
refer to the originals at the hearing of this cause. 

Brought forward.. $530,115.06 $26,981.62 

Less bill for fowls of Alice A. Wilson found not to be a 
just claim. 9.00 


$26,972.62 

Court costs for this account, and costs already ac¬ 
counted . ■ 149.47 

Mrs. Patten ow^ed each of the four daughters, viz. Mary E. Patten, 
Josephine A. Patten, Edith A. Patten and Helen Patten 
137 $101,600.00 with interest from Sept. 12, 1888 (subject to a 
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credit of $11,250, each of Oct. 15,1887) to Jul}^ 12,1898 9 
years & 10 mos. at 6% making the matter stand thus: 


Account of debt. $101,600.00 

Credit of Oct. 15,1887. 11,250.00 

Balance. 90,350.00 


As per petition of May 10, 1889 and de- 

u. s.* 

cisiou of supreme court N. Y. on appeal 
from Court — Appeals D. C. in equity 
cause No 12,234, supreme court D. C. as 
appears from copy of opinion of supreme 
court hei'ein filed, said interest amounts 
to . 53,306.50 

$143,656.50 = 574,626.00 

This multiplied by 4 

By commission to these ac¬ 
countants of 5% on. $530,115.06 26,505.75 

628,253.84 

Over payment. 98,138.78 

Carried forward. $628,253.84 $628,253.84 

138 Brought forward.. $628,253.84 

Account loitli Mrs. Glover. 

She is chargeable with 1/5 of the over¬ 
payment shown by this account, viz: 


198,138.78. ^19,627.76 

Distributed to her. 85,293.03 

Cash paid by her check, being her 1/5 
share of chattels agreed upon at that 
time. 3,728.36 

Her total indebtedness. $108,649.15 


MARY E. PATTEN. 
JOSEPHINE A. PATTEN. 
EDITH A. PATTEN, 
HELEN P. PATTEN. 
JOHN R. ROUZER. 


[*In pencil in copy.] 
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Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of October, A. D. 
1902. 


R. S. BOSWELL, Examiner. 


Adjourned to meet on notice. 

139 Josephine A. Patton, one of the defendants, having been 
first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Please state your full name ? A. Josephine A. 

Q. You mean Josephine A. Patton; do 3 'ou? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where do j’^ou reside? A. On Massachusetts avenue, 2122. 

Q. How long have you resided there? A. Oh, I do not know— 
fifteen years—something like that. 

Q. Where did you reside prior to your residence on Massachusetts 
avenue ? A. I really do not know. I resided everywhere—trav¬ 
eled. 

Q. Where did you reside before you resided at the place where 
,you now reside on Massachusetts avenue ? A. Do you mean where 
I resided in Washington ? 

Q. Where you resided before you resided where you now reside, 
on Massachusetts avenue. 

A. I was at the Arlington. Do you want me to give- 

Mr. Davis : Answer the question. 

The Witness : I really do not understand what he wants me to 
answer. 


By Mr. Emig : 

140 Q. I want to know where you resided in Washington ? A. 

I resided at the Arlington, and before that I resided in Paris, 
Germany, Italy—1 was at scliool in Paris. 

Q. You understand that the replies you are making to my ques¬ 
tions will be read to the court? A. Well, Mr. Emig, if you will 
make j'our questions plain, I will answer them. But I ask for in¬ 
formation what 3 'ou mean bj”^ that. 

Q. You are one of the defendants in the equity suit of Edward 
White against Augusta Patton Glover and others, numbered 22530; 
are you not? A. Yes. 

Q. I believe you are a daughter of the late Anastasia Patton ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. I believe you were the collector of the estate of Anastasia Pat¬ 
ton; were you not? A. Yes,sir. 

Q. And one of the executrices of the estate of the late Anastasia 
Patton? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And one of the grantees in a deed from Augusta Patton Glover ? 
A. What do you mean by grantees ? 

Mr. Davis: A person to whom a conveyance is made. 

The Witness : I was one. 

10—1342a 
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By Mr. Emig : 

141 Q. And Mrs. Glover is your sister; is she not? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, as one of the executrices of the estate of your 
mother, did you or not file an account of the assets of the estate ? 
A. Yes; we did. Did we not? (To Mr. Davis.) 

Mr. Davis : Yes. 


By Mr. Emig : 


Q. I prefer to have you say 3 'es or no, and not to ask 3 mur coun¬ 
sel. A. I would; but I want to answer 3 'our questions correctl 3 L 

Q. Please look at this paper which I now hand 3 'ou, marked the 
first and final account of the four executrices of the estate of the late 
Anastasia Patton, filed Februar 3 ' 15,1898, and state whether or not 
3 'our signature is attached to the back of it? A. Yes ; that is my 
signature. 

Q. Did 3 'ou examine it? A. I do not know about the whole 
thing; but that is my signature. 

Q. When did you last see that paper ? A. I have not the faintest 
recollection. When I signed it, 1 suppose. 

Q,. Were 3 'ou able to recognize 3 mur signature before I handed the 
paper to 3 ’ou? A. Yes; I know 1113 ’^ signature ver 3 ^ well. 

Q. I find in this account that 3 ’ou, as collector, turned over to the 
estate the sum of §41,050.13. Is that correct? 

142 Mr. Davis ; That is objected to as irrelevant and immaterial. 

I share with the witness in her inabilit 3 ’^ to understand the ob¬ 
ject of this examination. 

Mr. Emig : The object of the examination is this: We claim to be 
judgment creditors of one of the legatees of the estate in which this 
witness, as collector, filed an account. If we can show by her that 
there were other assets than those stated in the account, we are en¬ 
titled to those assets as a lien out of which we may make the judg¬ 
ment. 

Mr. Davis: I instruct the witness not to answer the question, or 
au 3 ' questions along that line, for the reason that the account of Miss 
Patton as collector has passed the .scrutin 3 ’^ and perusal of the court, 
and the account of the Misses Patton, as executrices, has had a similar 
experience. Neither can be assailed in this proceeding, and any in¬ 
quiry therefore, into the details of either of these accounts is irrele¬ 
vant, immaterial and incompetent. The witness need not answer. 

Mr. Emig : To that we repl 3 ’^ that it was not the purpose of the 
complainant to assail the account filed b 3 ' the witness in her oflScial 
capacit 3 ’^; but it is to ascertain, if possible, whether or not there were 
other assets in the estate not then known, but that have now come to 
light, in which Mrs. Glover, the judgment debtor, would become one 
of the heirs to either her mother or father’s estate. 

Mr. Davis : 1 have no objection to the witness answering that ques¬ 
tion. 
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143 (By Mr. Emig •) 

Q. In the case of yourself and three of your sisters against Mrs. 
Glover, I believe tlie Supreme Court of the United States decided that 
your mother’s estate was indebted to you three ladies and your sister, 
Mrs. Glover each to the extent of f101,600 ? 

Mr. Davis : I object to the question, as the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States itself is the best evidence of what it de¬ 
cided. 

The Witness : As I understand it, we were allowed interest—that 
sum and interest. Is that right? (To Mr. Davis.) 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Pardon me. I object to your consulting your counsel. Answer. 
A. I am not consulting him ; I am simply asking whether I made a 
correst statement. 

Q. If you do not know, say so. A. I do know. 

Q. Now answer. A. I told you that the Supreme Court decided 
that we were entitled to $101,500 and interest. 

Q. What more, if anything? A. $101,600. Is that right? (To 
Mr. Davis.) 

Mr. Da vis : I object to this, because all this matter is of record, and 
can be established by the recoi’d. 

Mr. Emig: Perhaps you misunderstand. The question was a pre¬ 
liminary one, and was asked for the purpose of saving time. (To 
the witness:) The money, namely $101,600, was due you and 

144 your four sisters from your father’s estate and from your 
mother’s estate. Is that right? 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. Davis : As the opinion and the I’ecord show, the Supreme 
Court decided that, at the time Mrs. Patton died, she was indebted to 
each of the four unmarried daughters in the sum of $101,600, and 
that prior to that time Mrs. Glover had paid to her the debt that was 
due from her father’s estate. So that, the indebtedness of Mrs. Pat¬ 
ton’s estate to her daughters was $400,000 and odd at the time of her 
death instead of $500,000. 

Bv Mr. Emig : 

Q. Did you receive the full amount of the $143,000 which the 
court awarded you, and which you have named here in your final 
account as your distributive share from your father’s estate ? A. 
No; I did not. 

Q. How much did you receive ? A. I really do not know. 

Q. Will you give us your best recollection ? A. I have not an 
idea how much. 

Q. Was it $100 ? 
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Mr. Davis : AVe object to this line of inquiry, and instruct the 
witness that she need not answer the question. They are manifestly 
irrelevant and immaterial to the issues in this cause. 

(By Mr. Emig :) 

Q. As one of the executrices of your mother’s estate, will 

145 you state whether or not )'our sister, Mrs. Glover received all 
the money due her from her father’s estate? A. A good deal 

more. 

Q. How much more ? A. A good deal more. 

Q. Do you mean to say $100 more ? A. Oh, a good deal more 
than that. 

Q. $200 more ? 

Mr. Davis : Do not be foolish about it ask the witness to state 
how much it was. 

The Witness: I do not know how much she received. I know 
she received a good deal more than she was entitled to, and that is 
all I know. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Upon what do you base your opinion? A. Upon positive 
knowledge. 

Q. Give us your positive knowledge. A. I told you T did not 
know the figures; but I know that it was a good deal more. 

Q. Upon what knowledge of fact do you base that conclusion? 
Tell us when she received the first amount, if you know. A. She 
received the first amount iu 1887. She received more than she was 
entitled to. 

Q. You do not care to tell ? A. Ido not know the exact sum,and 
I will not state a sum I do not know. 

146 Q. After Mrs. Glover received the $102,800, at the date of 
her marriage, when did she receive the next sum from the 

estate, if any? A. That I do not know. It must be in some of 
those documents. 

Q. Do you remember that she received more? A. Yes; Ido 
know that she received more. 

Q. How long after she received the $102,800? A. After my moth¬ 
er’s death. 

Q. Do you remember approximately how much it was? A. I 
have not the slightest idea. I have not thought of it since. 

Q. Do you know who paid Mrs. Glover? A. A joint check. 

Q. Joint by whom ? A. Myself and sisters. 

Q. Please name them ? A. Have you not the names ? 

Q. I am examining you. A. Mary, Edith, Helen and Mrs. 
Glover. I think she signed the check also. 

Q. She signed the check also ? A. I think so. 

Q. It was pa 3 mble to whom? A. To Mrs. Glover. 

Q. Do you remember the amount of that check? A. I told you 
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once before that I did not reineinber the exact amount or the exact 
dates. 

147 Q. Do you remember on wliom that check was drawn ? A. 
At Riggs & Co. 

Q. Do you remember at what place it was written and signed by 
your sisters. A. No; I do not. 

Q. Do you remember whether it was in your house? A. I have 
not the slightest idea. 

► Q. In Mr. Davis’ office? A. I do not know. 

Q. In Riggs’ bank? A. I do not know. 

Q. Do you remember who was present? A. I do not. I have 
not thought of it since. (To Mr. Davis :) What effect can that have 
on this case? I cannot see. 

A. Mr. Davis: Do not comment; answer the question simply and 
directly, and we will get through a good deal more quickly. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. As you do not seem to remember the date upon which you 
paid Mrs. Glover any money, please examine the report which I 
now hand you, and which is the first and final report—I refer to the 
first page—and state whether there is any item there that will en¬ 
able you to recall when and where you made any payment. I refer 
to the item of October 27, 1890. A. Yes. 

^ 148 Q. Does that refresh your recollection? A. Now, wait. 

Ask direct questions. What are you trying to ask me now? 

Q. I ask you whether you made any payments to Mrs. Glover. 

' A. I told you I did pay a check on Riggs & Co. 

Q. Is the item dated October 27, 1890, the amount of the check 
which you and your sisters d rew in favor of Mrs. Glover ? A. I sup¬ 
pose so. 

Q. Wliere is that check ? A. I have not the faintest idea. 

Q. Will you make a search for it when you I'eturn to your home? 
A. I have not the faintest idea where it is to look for it. 

Q. Will you produce it? A. I do not think I could. 

Mr. Davis ; The question is, will you try ? 

The Witness : Do you mean to look through a lot of papers? Is 
that it? 

^ Mr. Emig: Yes. 

The Witness: I do not see what good it will do you, 

Mr. Emig: I would prefer the court to pass on that. Will you 
make an endeavor to produce that check? 

A. You are asking me to produce that check ? 

Q. Yes. A. It may be destroyed by this time. It was over 12 
years ago. 

149 Q. What is your habit as to keeping receipts and vouchers 
A. I do not know that I have a receipt for that. 

Q. Do you usually preserve your papers? A. I do not. 

Mr. Davis : I have the receipt for that. 

The Witness : Mr. Davis has the receipt for that. 
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Bv Mr. Emig : 

Q. Is it your custom to take receipts when you pay bills? A. 
Mr. Davis has the receipt. 1 did not know that he had a receipt. 

Mr. Davis: T will give it to you, Mr. Emig. 

Mr. Emig: Then we will drop that part of the examination. All 
we want are the facts. We think our client is entitled to them. 

(To the witness:) You say jmu did receive a deed from your sister, 
Mrs. Glover? A. When? What deed are you talking about. 

Q. Did you ever receive a deed from jmur sister ? A. Do you 
mean latelv, in 1901 ? 

Q. Yes? A. I did. We received a deed and deed of trust, both. 
Did we not? (To Mr. Davis.) 

Q. I wish you would answer. Please examine this paper T now 
hand you and state whether or not that is the deed to which you 
have reference? A. Yes; this is the deed I have reference to. 

150 Q. When did you contract for that deed ? 

A. Mr. Davis: Where did you get that? That is the original 
deed ? 

Mr. Emig: Yes. (To the witness:) Where is the deed that I just 
handed you? A. Mr. Davis has it. 

Q. Do you have any difficulty in understanding the English lan¬ 
guage^ If so I will try to make my questions as plain as possible. 

Mr. Davis : What is the sense of this colloquy when you see that 
I have the deed in my hand—received it from the witness. Why 
ask silly questions? 

(By Mr. Emig:) 

Q. When and where was the contract made between yourself and 
Mrs. Glover for this deed ? A. When and where was the contract 
made ? 

Q. A'es. A. I have not an idea. 

Q. When did you see Mrs. Glover prior to the 7th day of Febru¬ 
ary- A. I have not seen her but once in fourteen years and the 

exact date of that I do not know. 

—. What are the relations between you and vour sister, Mrs. 
Glover. A. I have not known her for fourteen years. 

Q. Please explain when and where you arranged with Mrs. Glover 
to procure this deed? A. I never arranged with Mrs. Glover; I 
arranged with Mrs. Glover’s attorney—my attorney arranged with 
him. 

151 Q. Who was Mrs. Glover’s attorney ? A. A man named 
Parsons and a man named Carter. 

Q. Where did the man named Parsons reside ? A. I have no 
idea. 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Carter resided ? A. Baltimore. 
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Q,. What money, if any, did you pay Mrs. Glover for this deed ? 
A. $25,000 in trust for the children. 

Q. In ti’ust for the children ? A. Yes. 

Q. How did you pay that? A. By check on Riggs & Co. I did 
not pay her for the deed, because she owed me more than I paid 
her. 

Q. When did you draw this check on Riggs & Co. in trust for the 
children ? A. I suppose on the date of that deed. 

Q. Please tell why you gave her $25,000 in trust for the children ? 

A. Mr. Davis : Excuse me. The witness did not say that. 


(By Mr. Emig:) When did you give Mrs. Glover a check for 
$25,000, which was in trust for the children? 

A. I told you I do not remember. I suppose the day I got that 
deed. What day was it I got that deed. 

Q. Have you that check? A. No; I have not. 

152 Q. When did you last make search for it? A. I never 
made search for it. 

Q. What enables you to say that you have not the check 
in your possession ? A. I may have. I have never thought of it 
since. 

Q. Will you kindly look for it and have it here at the next hear- 
ing? 

Mr. Davis: Yes; I will get it for you, if it be in existence. 


(By Mr. Emig :) 


i Q. Yon have not answered my question—why it is you gave her 
' this money in trust for her children ? A. Mrs. Glover owed a good 
deal of monejq and we wanted to clear the real estate, and we gave 
her that money on condition that she would deed us the property. 
Mr. Carter will testify that I told him that she owed us a good deal 
more. We gave her that to get rid of her. 

I Q. Wh}’'did you give it to her in trust for the children ? A. I 
I do not know why. The children, I suppose- 

Q. When did you last see the children? A. I have never seen 
them but once, to my knowledge. I do not know the children 
at all. 

Q. Did jmu know any gentleman b}’’the name of John M. Glover, 
during the years 1889 to 1901 ? A. Yes. 

Q. Was he or not Mrs. Glover’s attorney ? A. I do not know 
that I knew him during those years. I do not think I did. 
153 Q. When did you know him ? A. Prior to 1888. 

Q. Did you know him after 1888? A. No; I hardly think 


I did. 

Q. Do you know of your own personal knowledge whether or not 
he rei>resented your sister, Mrs. Glover, in the matter of settling up 
your mother’s estate ? A. No; I do not. 

Q. When did you last see him? A. I saw him in December 
1888. To my knowledge that was the last time I saw him. 
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Q. Your mother died when? A. In September, 1888. 

Q. I believe your mother died seized and possessed of consider¬ 
able real estate in the District of Columbia? A. Yes; she did. 

Q. And also in the State of Maryland ? A. No. 

Mr. Davis : The word “ considerable ” misleads the witness. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. How much real estate was it? A. I have not any idea. The 
value ? 

Q. Yes. A. I do not know. 

Mr. Davis : I will admit on the record that Mrs. Patton left real 
estate situate in the District of Columbia and a very small portion 
in the State of Maryland. 

The Witness : That is it. 

154 Mr. Davis: Mr. Emig, you mislead the witness, and its 
value was §500,000. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. What has become of that real estate which your mother left to 
3 mu children, and which is situated in the District of Columbia? 
Have you sold it, in other words? A. I have sold some, and not 
other. 

Q. Have you divided it among your sisters? A. No; it is undi¬ 
vided. 

Q. What has become of the real estate situate in the State of 
Maryland? A. I do not know what has become of that. It is an 
imperceptible part of an acre. 

Q. Have you ever disposed of it as a part of jmur mother’s estate? 

(To Mr. Davis:) Let me ask you a question, Mr. Davis: Is it not 
a fact, as I have read in your petition filed in the case of the Misses 
Patton against Mrs. Glover, equity cause in this District No. 22224, 
that there was a farm owned bj' the estate of Anastasia Patton in 
the State of Mainland ? 

Mr. Davis : No; it was a little piece of farm land belonging to 
Mrs. Patton. The farm was partly in the District of Columbia, and 
a little bit of it in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. Emig : Was not a farm purchased by Anastasia Patton or her 
heirs located near the extension of Connecticut avenue, beyond 
Chev}' Chase? 

155 Mr. Davis: Oh, that was bought by Mr. Patton. You 
were talking of the Watkins tract. That was bought b}' the 

mother. Mrs. Glover had nothing to do with it, or Miss Patton. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Who was your attorney who negotiated with Mrs. Glover’s at¬ 
torney, who agreed to purchase? A. Mr. Davis. 

Q. He purchased this real estate named in the deed which ! have 
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just handed you? A. The word purchase is not the word that 
should be used. 

Q. Who negotiated with Mrs. Glover’s attorney ? A. I said Mr. 
Henry E. Davis. 

Q. When did you first see this deed? A. The day I signed it— 
the day I reall}’’ do not know exactly. I do not know what day it 
was. 

Q. What makes you smile? A. I am trying to think when I saw 
it. I suppose I saw it at the American Security Trust Co. the first 
time, on the day I paid the check. 

Q. Do you remember the date of that check ? 

Mr. Davis: You have asked that question three times. 

The AYitness : I told you that of my own knowledge that I do not 
remember. But whatever day the deed is dated, must be the day. 

I paid no attention to the date. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. What value did you put upon the property which was con¬ 
veyed to you by the deed to which I have just referred? A. 
156 What do you mean by that? 

Q. What did you consider the property worth that Mrs. 
Glover conveyed to you ? A. I do not know. I never stopped to 
think. 

Q. How much, if any interest, do you understand Mrs. Glover 
conveyed to you in this deed? A. I understood that she conveyed 
all that real estate which we had not already purchased from her. 

Q. Did you make more than once purchase of real estate from 
your sister ? A. I did. 

Q. What was it that prompted you to purchase this interest from 
5 'our sister on the 7th day of February, 1901 ? A. To get rid of 
Mrs. Glover. 

Q. What property, if any, to your knowledge, does Mrs. Glover • 
own ? A. I liave no idea. I have no knowledge of Mrs. Glover 
at all. 


Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. When your mother died, as alread}' appears, she left a will 
making you and your four sisters, including Mrs. Glover, the execu¬ 
trices of the will ? Do you remember a question as to whether your 
mother’s will covered her real estate ? A. No; it did not; it was 
not signed by three witnesses. 

Q. So that, your mother died as to her real estate intestate? 
157 A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After your mother’s death, what was the first transac¬ 
tion which Mrs. Glover had with any of the real estate? A. We 
purchased hers. Is that what you mean ? 

11—1342a 
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Q. You remember that she had to execute a deed of trust to pro¬ 
cure a bond ? A. To secure her bondsman, William L. Scott and 
Leland Standford, of California. 

Q. You remember, do you not, that, in order to get her bond as ’ 
executrix, she made a deed of trust to Colonel Bond and Mr. Holts- 
man on what she supposed to be all her interest in her mother’s real 
estate? A. She did. 

Q. Did that deed contain all the property ? A. No; it did not. 

Mr. Emig: AVe object to the question and answer, for the reason 
that the deed speaks for itself. 

Mr. Davis: It does speak for itself; but it simply recites lots and 
squares, but would not show all her mother’s propert}'. (To the 
witness:) AVhat became of that piece of omitted property ? 

A. It is 1216 F street. 

Q. AVhat became of it? A. AA^e subsequently sold it. 

Q. As to Mrs. Glover? A. Tliat -as not included in the deed of 
trust, and we four purchased it for Mrs. Glover. 

158 Q. What other 2 )iece of jiropert}'did you purchase? A. 
AA’^e {purchased the lots in square 67. 

Q. That is the home. You bought first this piece of property on 
F street ? A. 1216. 

Q. And then vou bought out her intei’est in the home? A. AA^e 
did. 

Q. How many lots? A. Five lots in the home. 

Q. And then you bought out the tract known as Dumblane? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And all these considerations went to Mrs. Glover? A. Paid 
cash to Mrs. Glover. 

Mr. Emig: Your questions are leading. 

Mr. Davis: lam cross examining. (To the witness:) Can 3 mu 
remember how much you paid Mrs. Glover for her fifth interest in 
the F Street property ? 

A. §13,000, in square 290. 

Q. Do you remember what you paid for her one-fifth interest in 
the house? A. $40,000. 

Q. Do you remember what jmu paid for her one-fifth interest in 
Dumblane ? A. I think that was $40,000. It was either $35,000 or 
$40,000 cash. Three cash transactions. 

Q. In eveiy one of these instances the money was paid in cash? 
A. Paid in cash. 

159 Q. Do you remember generally how many more pieces of 
property j’our mother left in which j’^ou bought Mrs. Glover’s 

interest ? A. I know; but I could not say how man}’^ pieces there 
were. 

Q. Name them if you can. A. There were two lots on F street. 
Do you mean to sa}^ enumerate them all? 

Q. As near!}' as you can. A. Two lots on F street, a lot on the 
corner of Massachusetts avenue and 21st street, and there was square 
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188. Then there is that jiroperty on Massachusetts avenue, ex¬ 
tended, and then there are more lots, but not worth much, and then 
there were 30 acres—oh, I do not remember tlie whole of them. 

Q. That much which you have enumerated, you remember? A. 
Then there was a lot on 20th street, too. 

Q. Now, in all this property which you have enumerated, Mrs. 
Glover still retained a one-fifth interest as her mother’s heir at law; 
did she not? A. She did. 

Q. When the transaction with Mrs. Glover was had, whereby she 
parted with her interest in these several properties which you have 
just enumerated, who began to negotiate them, if you know? A. 
Mrs. Glover. 

Q. Do you know how ? A. Through her attorney. Parsons. 

160 Mr. Emig: We object, unless the witness has personal 
knowledge. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. I want you to say how you first came to know that any such 
transaction was projected. A. My attorney, Mr. Davis, told me that 
a man had come to him in New York named Parsons. 

Mr. Emig: We object to that statement as hearsay. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. Now, the fact is that I told you that this proposition had been 
projected, and laid it before you; did I not? A. You did that. It 
was $50,000 then. 

Q. Did you accept it? A. No; I refused it. It was for $50,000. 
Q. Do you know how long before the transaction was finally 
closed by this deed ? A. Oh, yes,—fully a year before, more than a 
year. 

Q. So that, this proposition that ycu and your sisters should buy 
out Mrs. Glover’s interest in the real estate was alive for a year be¬ 
fore it was consummated. A. Yes; for a year and a good deal 
more than a year. 

Q. What finally induced you to accept? A. Simply to get rid of 
Mrs. Glover. 

Q. You remember where the transaction was closed ? A. At the 
American Security and Trust Co. 

Q. Who were present A. Mr. McKenney, Bernard Carter and 
Mr. Charles J. Bell. 

161 Q. And who else? A. You and I. 

Q. Exactly. You said you paid this money to Mrs. Glover, 
this $25B00? Whom did you make it out to? A. I made the 
check out to—I think it was the American Security and Trust Co. 
Q. Whom did you give it to? A. To Mr. Bell. 

Q. To whom ? A. I think I gave it to Mr. Carter. 

Q. Did you not give it to me ? A. I believe I did reluctantly. 

Q. You were at the point o.f backing out after you had arrived at 
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the office of the American Security and Trust Co. aud finally gave 
me the check with great reluctance as you had gone so far at mj' 
instance. A. I did.—as I had gone too far,as Mrs. Glover owed me 
vast sums. 

Q. I think you did not understand one of Mr. Emig’s questions, 
which was. why did you put the ^25,000 in trust for the children 
instead of giving it lo Mrs. Glover outright? A. So that the chil¬ 
dren might have something. 

JOSEPHINE A. PATTON. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 8 th day of November, 
A. D. 1902. 

E. S. BOSWELL, Examiner. 

1G2 Helen Patton, a witness on behalf of the complainant, 
having been first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

By Mr. E.mig : 

Q. I believe 3*^00 are one of the defendants in the suit in equity of 
Edward White vs. Augusta Patton Glover and others? A. I believe 
I am. 

Q. Mrs. Glover is a sister of .vours, I suppose? A. She is. 

Q. And 3 'ou are a daughter of the late Anastasia Patton ? A. 
Yes. 

Q. You are also one of the grantees in a deed made by Mrs. Glover, 
to yourself and sisters ? A. Yes; l am. 

Q. Do you remember when that deed was made ? A. I think it 
was last spring. 

Q. Was it not a year ago last spring ? A. It may have been a 
year ago last spring, my meinor}^ is not so good. 

Q. When did you last see 3 '^our sister, Mrs. Glover ? A. Oh, I have 
not seen my sister, Mrs. Glover, for ten years. 

Q. When did you last see her? A. I cannot remember when I 
saw her last. 

Q. What are 3 '^our relations with her at present, friendly' or other¬ 
wise ? A. Veiy unfriendl 3 ^ 

1G3 Q. How long has that unfriendliness existed ? A. Almost 
since mj' mother’s death. 

Q. You w’ere one of the executrices of your mother’s estate; were 
you not? A. Yes; I believe so. 

Q. Did you or not sign the first and final account of your mother’s 
estate? A. Yes. That is my signature. (Indicating on account.) 

Q. I find that under that account you are entitled to the sum of 
§143,000 and odd from your father’s estate. I will ask you whether 
3 ’ou have received that sum of money ? A. I will tell you frankly, 
Mr. Emig, that all business affairs I have left to mj'^ sister and Mr. 
Davis. 

Q. I intended to ask your sister that question—who had charge of 
your mother’s estate among }'our sisters ? A. My sister Josephine. 
Q. Please state whether you received the sum awarded you in the 
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decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, $143,000 and 
odd? A. I do not understand. 

Q. The question is simply, did you get the money due 3 'ou from 
your fatlier’s estate out of vour mother’s estate? A. Yes; I did 
get it. 

Q. You did ? A. I do not understand you. 

Q. Under tlie decisiiion of the Supreme Court of the United 

164 States, out of your father’s estate you were entitled to the sum 
of $143,000 and odd? A. Yes. 

Q. Your mother was indebted to you to that amount under the 
decision. Now, I ask you whether you received that money since 
your mother’s death? Out of your father’s estate, you were entitled 
under the account filed in your mother’s estate, to $90,000. Did 
you receive that money ? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you receive the $50,000 of interest on your mother’s estate ? 
A. I do not know what you call receiving. 

Q. Did you get it, get the cash for it. A. No ; the estate has al¬ 
ways been kept together. 

Q. Did Mrs. Glover receive it? A. I do not know. 

Q. You were one of the executrices. As such, have you delivered 
to Mrs. Glover her portion of your mother’s estate? A. Mrs. Glover 
owed my mother’s estate money. I do not know anything about 
figures; but she owed my mother’s estate a good deal, and she was 
not entitled to anything under my mother’s estate. 

Q. Is this the deed which you received from your sister, Mrs. 
Glover, on the 7 th day of February, 1901 ? A. Yes; this is the 
deed. 

Q. When did you first negotiate, if at all, with Mrs. Glover for 
the property named in that deed? A. I did not make any negotia¬ 
tions at all; my sister, Josephine and Mr. Davis did. 

165 Q. With Mrs. Glover ? A. With her lawyers. 

Q. Where does Mrs. Glover reside now; do you know ? A. 
I do not know. I have not seen Mrs. Glover for ten years. 

Q. What was the consideration for that deed? In other words, 
what money passed from your four sistei’s to Mrs. Glover in pay¬ 
ment for that deed, if you know? A. I know $25,000. 

Q. Tliat was the whole consideration ; was it? A. Yes. 

Q. How was that, i)aid to Mrs. Glover; by check? A. I think it 
was paid by check. As I told you before, I had nothing to do with 
these matters. 

Q. On what bank was that check drawn ? A. On a New York 
bank, I think. 

Q. Were you present when the check was drawn? A. No; I was 
not. 

Q. You do not know that it was drawn on a New York bank? 
A. I think so. • 

Q. Say what you know ? A. I am not saying that I know. 

Q. You said it was drawn on a New York bank ? A. I heard so, 
and I thought so. 
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Q. Did you say yon were present when the check was drawn? 
A. No; I was not present when the check was drawn. 

166 Q. Did you sign the clieck? A. I suppose I signed tlie 
check, if it was needed by me. I did whatever my sister 

Josephine and Mr. Davis told me. I left it to their judgment as to 
what was to be done. 

Q. You are the 3 'oungest member of the family; are you not? 
A. Yes. 

Q,. And for that reason you had left the matter entirely with your 
sister Josephine and Mr. Davis? A. My sister has always taken 
care of the affairs—my sister Josephine. 

Q. Did you acquire any real estate from your sister Mrs. Glover 
some 3 'ears ago—property known as 1216 F street, in this city? A. 
Yes. 

Q. And you paid how much for it? A. I do not remember. 

Q. §13,000? A. Yes; something like that. 

Q. And you received a deed dii'ect from prs. Glover to you ? A. 
Yes; I think that is it. 

Q. Is it not a fact tliat you received a deed from Mr. B. H. War¬ 
ner, of this city ? A. I think Mr. Warner did have something to do 
witli it. 

Q. Is it not a fact that \"our sister, Mrs. Glover, did not know that 
you were purchasing that property? A. Yes; she did not 
know. 

167 Q. Then it is nofa fact when you- A. I said we bought 

it from Mrs. Glover. T knew I was buying it from Mrs. 

Glover; but she may not have known that she was selling it to me. 

Q. Did Mrs. Glover ever reside in St. Louis, do you know ? A. I 
do not know. 

Q. When was she married? A. She was married in 1887. 

Q.. To whom was she married ? A. To John M. Glover. 

Q. Where did she and John M. Glover reside? A. He was a 
Congressman and came from St. Louis. 

Q. After their marriage, where did Mr. and Mrs. Glover reside? 
A. In Washington. That is the only place I have ever known my 
sister to reside ? 

Q. Pardon me. I will ask another question to that effect. How 
long was Mr. Glover a Congressman after your sister married 
him ? A. Oh, I do not remember—probably—how long is a Con¬ 
gressman—two years? 

Mr. -avis: Yes. A Congressman’s term is two years. 

The Witness : I do not know whether it was half of his term or 
all. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. I am trying to ascertain how long Mr. Glover was in Wash¬ 
ington after the marriage of your sister? A. I do not know. I 
think one winter. 


I 
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168 Q. Do you mean to say tliat you have no knowledge that 
your sister resided in St. Louis? A. I liave no knowledge of 

m}’’ sister’s residence from shortly after her marriage. We broke 
off all relations. 

Q. You did not know where she was? A. No; I did not. 

Q. You did not try to know; did you ? A. No ; we did not. 

Q. Do you know of your personal knowledge of any money tliat 
was paid to Mrs. Glover after her marriage, either out of your 
mother or father’s estate ? 

Mr. Davis : After Mrs. Glover’s mai’riage? 

Mr. Emig: Yes. (To the witness;) Do you know, Miss Patton? 
A. Money jiaid to her after her marriage ? 

Q. Yes? A. Out of what? 

Q,. Out of your father or mother’s estate, after your mother’s 
death. A. My mother’s estate owed my sister nothing after my 
mother’s death. Yes, we had a settlement with Mrs. Glover, and 
did pay her some money. 

Q. When was this settlement? A. I do not remember. We had 

so many law suits and so many settlements- 

Q. Please answer to the point. Approximately, when was 

169 it ? A. I do not know. 

Q. Was it about the time you filed the first suit against 
her, in 1890 ? A. No ; it was after that. 

Q. How long after that ? A. 1890? Oh, it was before that. 

Q. You filed a suit in 1889? Was it before that? A. No; it 
was 1889—I am getting mixed. It was after 1890. 1 do not know, 
really, how long ago it was. It was about ten years ago, or more. 
I cannot remember exactly. 

Q. Have you any recollection how that money was paid any by 
whom? A. No; I have not. 

Q. Did you pay it? A. We paid it. 

Q. You personally, I mean ? A. No. 

Q. Did your sister Josephine pa\' it? A. As I told you before, I 
left all those things to Mr. Davis and my sister Josephine. I do not 
know anj'thing about business matters. 

Q. You did have a settlement with Mrs. Glover about 12 years 
ago ? A. We had a settlement with her. 

Q. Where did that settlement take place ? A. It took place in 
Washington. 

Q. What particular place—at your house, the American 
Security & Trust Co., Mr. Davis’ office, some bank, or 

170 where? A. If it was some bank, I do not know. I have 
been to so many different places, I really do not know where 

the transaction took place. 

Q. You say you paid |25,000 for this deed ? A. Yes. 

Q. How much property did you understand you were getting 
under this deed? A. I understood she relinquished hll claim—the 
only reason we bought it—she promised—was to quiet all claims 
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against the estate for all time, and in consideration of that we paid 
her that. 

Q. $26,000? Was it in cash or by check ? A. I told 3 'ou before 
that I did not know. I think it was a check. 

Q,. When did you first see this deed which I have just handed to 
you? A. I do not know when I saw it. 

Q. Please state when? A. Shortly before it was filed. 

Q. Was it handed to you ? A. Yes—it was brought—shown to 
me. I cannot remember whether it was handed to me or not. 

Q. Who brought it to you, Mrs. Glover? A. I told you I had no 
transaction with Mrs. Glover. I have not seen her for ten years. 

Q. Who handed that deed to you? A. I cannot tell you. 

Q. When did you see it first? A. I do not remember. 

171 Cross-examination. 


By Mr. Davis : 

Q. Is it not a fact that you never laid eyes on that deed until you 
saw it at this table to day ? A. I suppose it is. But I have seen so 
many things, that I cannot sa.y. 

Q. You were not present at the American Security Company’s 
office when this transaction was closed? A. No. I told the gentle¬ 
man I left evexything to you xind Sister Josephine. 

Q. Did you ever sign or seal a check ? A. No; I did not. 

Q. You do not know whether it was your sister Josephine’s 
check ? A. No; I do not. 

Q. Or whether you signed it or others signed it? A. No; I do 
not know. 

Q. Who told you it was a New Yoi’k check ? A. I do not know 
who told me that. 

Q. You did know that this negotiation was carried on by New 
York parties ? A. Yes. That is it—I Know it was a New York party. 

HELEN PATTON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 8 th da}’ of November 
A. D. 1901. 


R. S. BOSWELL, Examiner. 


172 Josephine A. Patten, recalled. 


By Mr. Emig : 

Q. I neglected to ask you when it wxis you purchased from Mrs. 
Glover the property known as 121G F street N. W. A. The exact 
year ? 

Q. Yes, or approximately. A. It was either 1888 or 1889.—^it 
was either 1889 or 1890. 

Q. And you say 3 ’ou paid Mrs. Glover $13,000? A. Yes, I paid 
to Mr. Warner, with the understanding that it was to be given to 
Mrs Glover, $13,000. But I understoocl he did not give it to her. 

Q. Is it not a fact that 3 'ou paid to Mrs. Glover onl}’ $9,000 ? A. 





KDWARD WHITE VS. AUGUSTA PATTEN Gr.OVER ET AL. 89 

No; it is a fact that I gave $13,000 to be paid to Mrs. Glover. I 
thought it was paid to Mrs. Glover; it was years afterward that I 
learned that it was not paid. I thought Mrs. Glover got the $13,000 
and years afterward, I found that she did not. 

Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. You remember, do you not, that you gave me a check on 
Riggs & Co. for $13,000, and that I paid it into a certificate of de¬ 
posit? A. Yes. And I thought it was to be given to Mrs. Glover. 

Q. And T paid it to Mr. Warner? A. Yes, you paid it to Mr. 
Warner. 

173 By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Did you see him pay it to Mr. Warner ? 

Mr. Davis : No; I told lier. 

JOSEPHINE A. PATTEN. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 8th day of November, 
A. D. 1902. 

R. S. BOSWELL, Examinei'. 

Edith A, Corbin, one of the defendants, having been first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. You are one of the defendants, in the equity suit of Edward 
White against Augusta Patten Glover and others? A. Yes. 

Q. You are a sister of Mrs. John M. Glover ? A. Yes. 

Q. And one of the daughters of the late Anastasia Patten ? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did you receive a deed from your sister, Mrs. Glover, on or 
about the month of February, 1901 ? A. No. 

Q. Did you ? 

Mr. Davis. She did not receive it. 

The Witness: I told you no. I am under oath. I told you no. 

174 By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Are you a grantee in that deed, a party to the deed? A. I do 
not know what deed you are talking about. I never saw the deed. 

Q. I have just asked you whether you received a deed from your 
sister, Mrs. Glover, in the month of February, 1901, and you said 
no. A. No. And that is right. 

Q. Now, I ask you whether you are a party to a deed from Mrs. 
Glover to yourself, whicli deed was made during the month of Feb¬ 
ruary, 1901 ? A. No. I never saw tlie deed. That is sufficient. I 
cannot be a party to a deed I never saw. 

Mr. Davis : We object to the question, because the deed speaks for 
itself. 
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By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Are you the Edith A. Patton named in the deed of February 7, 
1901 ? A. I never saw the deed. I do not know whether I was or 
not. I never saw the deed. 

Q. I now hand you a deed which was filed in the recorder’s office, 
February, 1901, and recorded at folio 393, Liber No. 2537 of the land 
records of the District of Columbia, and ask yon to state whether or 
not you are a party to that deed? 

Mr. Davis : Counsel does not mean the signing of the deed. Look 
the deed over. 

The Witness: I do not understand it. 

By Mr. Emig : 

176 Q. When did you first know of the existence of that deed 
which 3 'ou now hold in your hand? A. When you just told 
me of it. 

Q. You never knew that your sister made a deed conve 3 dng cer¬ 
tain property on February 7, 1901? A. No. 

Q. Did you pay your sister any money, any consideration for a 
deed dated February 7,1901? A. No. I paid her $25,000. lam 
going to explain in my own way, because I cannot otherwise. When 
the estate was settled up, my sister was indebted to the -state in a 
large sum—indebted to my sisters Helen, Josephine and m 3 "self, and 
in consideration for her stopping all litigation, we paid her the sum 
of $25,000 and that is all I know about it, as Mr. Davis and my 
sister Josephine, in whose hands the matter was, settled it up. 

Q. What litigation do you refer to? A. What litigation? 

Q. You stated that you gave the $25,000 in consideration of set¬ 
tling all litigation between your sister and yourselves. A. The suit 
in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Q. Do you not understand that the Supreme Court of the United 
States gave a final decision upon the question involved in that case? 

A. Yes. But mv sister did not. 

•/ 

Q. Which sister do you mean? A. Mrs. Glover. She brought 
other suits; and in order to get rid of those suits, we paid her 
$25,000 which we really did not owe her. 

176 Q. Which suits do you say she brought? A. She brought 
so many, I do not know the inventory. Mr. Davis will tell 

you. 

Q. Can you name one of them ? A. No; I cannot name one of 
them, because I left everything to my sister, Josephine, and Mr. 
Davis. 

Q. You said that you paid this $25,000 to Mrs. Glover as a con¬ 
sideration for settling all suits that were brought and that she was 
about to bring against the estate. Please enumerate any other suits 
which she brought except the one decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. A. I do not know about it. 

Q. Is it not a fact that the proceedings filed in the orphans’ court 
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when your mother’s estate was settled up, and the suit filed on the 
equity side of the court, which suit went to the Supreme Court of 
the United States were the only proceedings ever filed by your sister, 
Mrs. Glover against yourselves? A. I do not think so, because I 
think I heard of a new suit every da}^. 

Q. And in consideration of an abandonment of those suits which 
you heard of, but cannot enumerate, you paid $25,000. Is that it? 
A. When we wanted to sell a piece of propert}^ there was always 

a question of her suit; and to get the thing clear, we paid her 
$25,000. s ^ p 

Q. When did you sell any parcel of real estate belonging to your 
mother’s estate prior to 1890? A. I do not know of any in 18*90. 

177 Miss Josephine A. Patten : I do not understand that ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness : I do not understand the question. Make that clear, 
l am not accustomed to this. 

The question was read as follows: 

“ When did you sell any parcels of real estate belonging to your 
mother’s estate prior to 1890? 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Do you understand that? A. I do not know. Whenever 
anything was sold, Mr. Davis and my sister asked me to sign the 
papers, which I did. My sister had my authority to do what she 
pleased. 

Q. Did you give her a power of attorney? A. I think she did 
have a power of attorney. She did not have a power of attorney, 
of course, because I had to sign the papers. But I agreed with 
everything she did. 

Q. Without any explanation from your sister? A. No; she told 
us. 

Q. Why can you not tell us ? A. Because I do not remember. 

Mr. Davis: The question is whether there was any property be¬ 
longing to Ml’S. Patten’s estate which was sold before 1890 ? 

Mr. Emig: Yes? (To the witness:) You have answered that 
' question. You said you did not know ? 

1 A. No; I do not know of any before 1890. No, I do not know. 

Q. When was any I’eal estate belonging to your mother’s 

178 estate sold after 1890? A. Of course I do not know. I can 

1 not remember figures and dates. 

Q. Is it not a fact, plainl}’’, that it was not the necessity of getting 
rid of Mrs. Glover for the purpose of sales of real estate that she gave 
this deed and you gave this consideration? A. It was to get rid of 
j law suits. 

Q. You have not named any law suits except the one—that I 
I have named. Now, give us any real estate of Anastasia Patten 
I that was sold prior or subsequently to 1890? A. What do I know 
I of 1890, when the thing was going on for fifteen years. 
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Q. You do not know of any of them ? A. No. I tell you that I 
know nothing about these things. Josephine did it all. AVhat is 
the use of bringing us here. 

Q. I believe you signed the first and final account which was filed 
in your motlier^s estate, which account is before you; did you not? ' 
State whether it bears your signature? A. (After examining.) Yes; 
that is my signature. 

Q. Will you please state whether you have received the sum of 
money which was awarded to yon from your father and mother’s 
estate, being about $143,000? Did you get the money? A. Why, 
the estate is not divided up 3 "et. There are the interests of my four 
sisters—Josephine, Helen, Mary and myself that are still together. 
Mrs. Glover received hers and more. 

Q. And you have made no distribution of the stocks and 
179 bonds, the mone}^ or real estate, jmu four daughters. Is that 
right? A. It has been partiall}"'divided. 

Q. And Mrs. Glover has received none of that except the amount 
which she received on the date of her marriage, namely $101,600? 

A. What? ^ I 

Q. What mone^^s did Mrs. Glover receive out of your father’s or 
mother's estate exce])t the $101,600? A. That and more. She is 
indebted to the estate now. i 

Q. Upon what facts do you base that statement ? A. Upon the j 

fact that she is indebted to us for money now. This veiy minute ] 

she is indebted to us. j 

Q. Nor monej^s that you have paid her? A. She was indebted to us [ 
for a veiy large amount—to the four of us, when we paid her the 
$25,000. And that was considered a final settlement. 

Q. If she was so largely indebted to you when you received this 
deed, why did you pay her the $25,000? A. To finish all her suits 
and litigations, crippling the estate. 

Q. You have not been able to enumerate one suit except the one 
I enumerated. A. No; because I left all my legal business in the 
hands of Mr. Heniy E. Davis and Josephine A. Patton, and when- ^ 

ever a paper was brought to me, I had full confidence, as I have 
now, and I signed any paper as I would sign any now. 

ISO Cross-examination. 

f 

By Mr. Davis: 

Q. Do you recall thepa 3 mientof Mrs. Glover of the sum of $85,000 
and the taking of a deed of trust for it. You remember that—while 
the litigation was on? A. Yes. [ 

Q. And you sa 3 ’^ yon never saw this deed before today? A. 
Never. 

Q. You wore not present at the American Security & Trust Com- 
paiw’s when this matter was closed? A. No; I was not. 

Q. Do yon know whose check was drawn for the $25,000. Do 
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you reniciiiber signing any clieck? A. No; I do not reniember 
whether we all signed it or Josephine signed it. 

Q. In reference to the condition of the title to the real estate, you 
knew that your .mother’s will did not cover the real estate. A. 
Yes. 

Q. And you also reniember the transaction whereby you bought 
out Mrs. Glover’s interest in the F Street property and in the home 
property and in the Dumblane jiroperty V A. Yes. 

Q. And you also knew and know now, do you not, that at the 
time of this transaction all of Mrs. Glover’s interest in the remainder 
of your mother’s property was covered by a $250,000 trust to secure 
Scott. That was against all the property? A. Yes. 

181 Q. You have been asked whether there was any of your 
mother’s property sold before or after 1890. Do you not 

know as a fact that not an inch of it was ever sold until you got 
this deed fi'om your sister? A. Ye-s. 

Q. Why could imu not sell it ? A. Because of this Scott lien on 
it. 

Q. And moreover, your sister appeared to have an interest in it by 
reason of 3 'our -other having died without a will? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember that your sister Josephine and I explained 
all that to you and your other sisters leading up to this transac¬ 
tion? A. Yes. We took ready steps to get the Scott deed released. 

Q. Mr. Emig has asked you if you recollect about any more suits 
beside this one proceeding in the orphans’ court. You do remem¬ 
ber Mr. Glover filed two or three suits in the equity court, and that 
those suits were pending at the time, but you cannot give the name 
of it. A. No, I cannot. One of them we called the omnibus suit. 

Q. That was the suit in which he blanketed the property with a 
lis pendens f A. That was the omnibus suit. 

Q. Do you not recall now that Mrs. Glover refused to sign this 
account, your account as executrices. Do you remember that? A 
Yes. 

182 Q. You remember also that a motion was pending in the 
orphans’court seeking to open this thing? A. Yes. 

Q. Tliat was pending at the time? A. Yes. 

Mr. Emig; We move to strike out the last four questions on the 
ground that the- are not responsive to the examination in chief. 

Mr. Davis: Our answer is that they are responsive to Mr.Emig’s 
inquiry as to what suits were to be gotten out of the way at the time 
this transaction was j)ending. 

The Wnw'nss: If you will just take the names of the lawyers, he 
will know that there were suits enough. 

EDITH A. CORBIN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this Sth. day of November 
A. D.1901. 

R. S. BOSWELL, Examiner. 
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Mary E. Patton, one of the clefoiulants, having been first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

By Mr. Emig • 

Q. Wliere do you reside? A. At 2122 Massachusetts avenue, 
AVashington, D. C. 

Q. How long liave you resided there ? A. I do not retneinber 
exactly'. I think in- 

183 By Mr. Davis: 

Q. Since 18SG? A. Since 1886. 

Bv Mr. Emig : 

Q. Where 3 ’our sister, Miss Josephine Patten, resided with you. 
lias she resided at that place with you during the same period ? 
A. She has. 

Q. You are one of the daughters of the late Anastasia Patton? 
A. I am. 

Q. One of the defendants in this suit? A. T am. 

Q. Please state whether or not you are one of the parties or 
grantees in a deed made by your sister, Mrs. Glover, during the 
month of February, lUOl? A. If I am one of the grantees? What 
does that mean ? 

Q. For what did you get that deed from your sister Mrs. Glover, 
in Februaiy 1901. Do you remember whether you received any 
paper from 5 ^ 111 * sister during the year 1901? A. I do not know 
what deed you are talking about. 

Q. Did you get any paper of any kind from Mrs. Glover in the 
month of February, 1901 ? A. I do not think so. 

Q. Did you make any contract or agreement with Mrs. Glover 
during the month of February, 1901? A. No, I made no agree¬ 
ment with Mrs. Glover. 

Q. Did you pay her any money in February, 1901? A. No; I 

never did. 

]S 4 Q. Did you buy property from her during the year 1901? 

A. If you mean whether I have the §25,000 to stop the liti¬ 
gation, I have done that. I did do that. 

Q. Who spoke to you of the §25,000? A. You asked me if I 
made a deed. 

Q. What did you refer to when you said you gave Mrs. Glover 
§25,000 to stop ail litigation. Please state. 

Mr. Davis: Just answer in your own way. 

The Witness: I mean that I gave §25,000—that that was given 
to Mrs. Glover on condition that she would stop all litigation. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Who gave it—given b}^ wliom ? A. By the three of us* 

Q. Miss Josephine A. Patton: Four of us. 

The Witness: Four of us» 
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By Mr. Emig : 

Q. When did you give Mrs. Glover the $25,000 ? A. I do not 
remember the date. 

Q. Did you give it to her in person ? A. I did not. I left that 
to m}^ sister Josephine. 

Q. You sa}^ it was to stop all litigation? A. It was understood 
that it was to stop all litigation. 

Q. Did she say it would stop all litigation ? A. Tliat is what we 
understood. 

Q. When did you last see your sister, Mrs. Glover ? A. I have 
not seen her in ten years. 

185 Q. Where did you see her? A. In Washington. 

Q. Ten years ago would be 1892. Then, you saw her in 
1892? AVhere did you see her? A. I do not remember what year 
it was. I have not seen her for that length of time. 

Q. You say it was 1892 ? A. I cannot I’ecall where I saw lier. 

Q. Was it at your house, her house, or at a hotel. You cannot 
tell. A. I do not recollect. 

Q, Your recollection is entirely blank on that subject? A. I do 
not remember when I saw her last, except that I have not spoken to 
her for ten years. 

Q. Your relations were not very friendly with Mrs. Glover? 
A. Absolutelj'' unfriendly. 

Q. How long have they been unfriendly? A. Since shortly after 
my mother^s death. 

Q. Since that date you have not seen her? A. Not seen her. 

Q. AVhere does she reside now? A. I do not know. 

Q. When did she last reside in Washington ? A. I do not know 
the date at all. I do not remember. 

Q, You have not received any deed or contract or paper from 
Mrs. Glover during the year 1901 ? A. I do not know. 

Q, Now, under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case of Patton and others against Glover, you 

186 were allowed, I tliiuk, the sum of $143,000. Did you receive 
that portion of the estate ? A. What is that ? 

Q, Did you receive that sum of money from the estate ? A. I 
suppose I did. It has not been divided. We have not received 
that. They asked me so man}’’ questions, I really do not understand 
myself. Air. Davis, is there not a simpler way to ask me questions? 

Mr. Davis: That is all right. You have answered the question. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. AVhat is the answer? 

Mr. Davis : That it had not been divided. 

The Witness; That it had not been divided. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q.. You mean that the estate had not been divided? A. Partly. 
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Q. Has Mrs. Glover’s portion been divided ? A. Of which are 
you talking, which estate? 

Q. Of your mother’s estate or your fiither’s estate, either of them. 
A. My mother did not owe—I do not know what he is asking me. 
I cannot answer any of tliese questions. 

Mr. D.4vis: She received more than was due her. 

Q. Upon what facts do 3^11 base that conclusion. Please state to 
the examiner. A. Because slie owes mone}' to the estate now. 

Q. How much does she owe? A. That I do not know exactly. 

Q. Plow do you know she owes money to the estate ? A. Because 
I know she does. 

187 Q. Will you cite an 3 ^ item that she owes? A. I cannot cite 
items. Mr. Davis will speak on that subject. 

Q. Mr. Davis will speak for himself. When did you last pay Mrs. 
Glover any money ? A. I do not remember—when the $25,000 was 
paid. 

Q. Tell us about this $25,000._ Who paid it? A. Mrs. Glover 
said if we paid $25,000 all litigation would be dropped. I left the 
transaction with m 3 ’ sister anil Mr. Davis. 

Q. When was it Mrs. Glover first approached 3 ’ou in reference to 
settling for $25,000 ? A. I do not remember. 

Q. Was it about the date of that deed ? A. I do not remember. 
Q. Do 3 'ou remember whether the mat ter had been under discus 
sion for some time? A. I think it had. 

Q. Might it have been a month ? A. That I do not remember. 
Q. When did you first ascertain that Mrs. Glover was so deepl 3 ’ 
indebted to your mother’s estate? A. At my mother’s death. 

Q. That was in 1888. And after 3 ’ou ascertained that fact, I pre¬ 
sume 3 ’ou did not pa 3 '’ Mrs. Glover an 3 ’ more mone 3 ^ except the 
$25,000 to which you refer? 

A. Miss Josephine A. Patten ; Answer that 3 mu do not know, if 
3 'OU do not know. 

The Witness: I do not know. 

Miss Josephine A. Patten ; She does not know a thing about it, 
not the slightest thing. 

188 The AVitness : I have not said that I did. I told him that 
I did not know. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Did you or not pay your sister, Mrs. Glover- A. I told 

you I left all the business matters to m 3 ’ sister. I stated that three 
times. 

Q. You stated that 3 ’our sister, Mrs. Glover, was ver 3 ’ largel 3 ’ in¬ 
debted to 3 ’OU, to 3 ’Our mother’s estate, and you ascertained that 
your sister was indebted to your mother’s estate shortly after your 
mother’s death. Now, I ask 3’OU, if 3 ’ou paid Mrs. Glover any money 
after 3 ’our mother’s death, and, if so, when and where and how much? 
A. I do not remember. 
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Q. You do not remember ? A. No. 

Q. Would you say that you did not pay her any money? A. I 
said I do not remember. 

Q. I shall not press the matter any further, if jmu insist that you 
do not remember. 

Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. After your mother’s death, you found out, did you not, that 
her will did not cover her real estate? A. I did. 

Q. And 3'ou remember buying the one-fifth interest of Mrs. Glover 
in the F Street proper!}' through Mr. Warner? A. Yes, I do. 

Q. And her one fifth interest in the home? A. Yes. 

189 Q. And her one fifth interest in Dumblane? A. Yes. 

Q. Your sister paid all this for you, or I did for you. You 
remember that? A. Yes ; I do. 

Q. Do you remember the occasion that we paid Mrs. Glover 
§85,000, in October, 1890? A. Yes; I do. 

Q. You remember the transaction when she gave a bond in case 
she should be brought into debt in the estate? A. Yes. 

Q. You remember her one-fifth interest in the furniture ? A. I do. 

Q. You remember all those transactions since your-other’s death? 
A. I do. 

Q. You remember also, do you not, that Mr. Scott, of Erie, had a 
deed of trust on all of Mr. Glover’s interests in Mrs. Gloyer’s real 
estate? A. Yes; Ido. 

Mr. Emig: We object to the question and answer, and move that 
it be stricken out. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. You remember that that §25,000 trust was on the property? 

Mr, Emig : The objection is renewed. 

The Witness: Yes; Ido. 

By Mr. Davis : 

Q. Do you remember trying to sell the joint real estate before 
paying the §25,000 to Mrs. Glover? A. Yes, I do. 

190 Mr. Emig: We object to the question and answer; and 

move that they be stricken out. 

By Mr. Davis: 

Q. For instance, the property at the corner of Massachusetts ave¬ 
nue and 2lst streets? A. Yes; I do, personally. 

Q. And you could not sell it? A. Could not sell it, on account of 
the deed of trust. 

Q. When was the proposition that resulted in the payment to Mrs. 
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Glover of |25.000 first brought to your notice, if you remember? 
A. It was after—no; I do not remember the date at all. 

Q. Do you remember who it was who reported it to you, brought 
it to your notice? A. It was j'ou. 

Q. Do you remember the figure that I named? A. No; I do 

not. 

Q. That it was $50,000 ? A. Yes; $50,000. 

Q. You rejected that proposition ? A. Yes—at once. 

Q. And it was several months before the matter was closed ? A. 
Yes. 

Q. When you finally agreed on the $25,000 basis. Did you have 
anything to do with paying that money. A. Not a thing. 

Q. Do you know who paid it ? A. Either you or ray sister Joseph¬ 
ine. 

Q. Except from what you have been told, do you know 
191 where it was paid ? A. No; I do not. 

Q. And whether you signed the check or it w'as your sis¬ 
ter’s check ? A. No ; I do not know anything about that. 

Q. Did you ever in your life see the deed ? A. Never saw the 
deed. 

Q. At the time this $25,000 was paid, you understood that you 
were to get rid of all litigation, and all interest of Mrs. Glover in the 
real estate? A. Absolutely everything? 

Q. Do you remember whether or not you signed a paper ex¬ 
pressing this agreement? 

Mr. Emig : That is objected to, the same not having been brought 
out in the direct examination. 

The Witness : 0 I do not remember. 

By Mr. Davis ; 

Q. You do not remember ? A. No. 

Q. Now, you have been asked about Mr. Glover’s indebtedness to 
the estate. I have here tin’s account which is the first and final ac¬ 
count of you and your three sisters, except Mrs. Glover, which ac¬ 
count was presented to the court and passed. 

Miss Josephine A. Patten : She never signed it. 

MARY E. PATTEN. 


Sworn to and 
A. D. -902. 


subscribed before me this 8th day of November, 

R. S. BOSWELL, Examiner. 


192 Augusta Patton Glover, one of the defendants, having 
been first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Please state your full name? A. Augusta Patten Glover. 

Q. Will you be good enough to state where 3 mu now reside? A. 
I have no fixed place of residence—I have two children in boarding 
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school, and I pass luy time visiting them and a good deal in New 
York. 

Q. Where did you last permanently reside prior to 1890? A. In 
New York. 

Q. How long did you reside in New York prior to 1890? A. Oh, 
prior to 1890 ? 

Q. Yes. I have not asked you where you resided since 1890? 
A. Prior to 1890, partly in Washington and partly in New York. 

Q- How long did you reside in Washington prior to 1890? A. I 
resided in Washington from 1884. I think we came to Washington 
perhaps in 1883. 

Q. You were married in 1887; were you not? A. Yes, sir. Mr. 
Glover was in Congress, I think a year and a half afterward, or two 
years, I do not know. 

193 Q. Where did Mr. Glover reside then ? A. He resided in 
Washington. 

Q. What years did he reside in Washington ? A. I do not know 
when he went there; but he resided there until early in 1889 or the 
end of 1888,1 do not know which. 

Q. Where did you reside subsequently to 1889 and prior to 1890? 
A. In New York. 

Q. I believe you are one of the heirs at law of the late Anastasia 
Patten; are you not ? A. Yes. 

Q. You were one of the executrices of the will; were you not? 
A. Yes. 

Q,. Did you file an account of that estate, may I ask ? A. I be¬ 
lieve not. 

Q. Your sisters, you- co-executrices, did, did they not? A. They 
did. 

Q. You did not sign it? A. No, I did not. 

Q. Will you please state your reason for not signing it? A. I was 
advised by my counsel not to sign it. 

Q. Was or not your reason that the account did not state all the 
property which you thought you were entitled to‘^ A. I do not 
think so, I do not know. 

Q. Will you not give your best reasons for not thinking 

194 so? A. I was simply advised not to sign; but I do not know 
the reason. 

Q. You say you were advised by your counsel? A. Yes. 

(The examiner having produced at the request of counsel for the 
complainant the original deed from Augusta Patten Glover to Marj' 
E. Patton and others, dated the 7th day of February, 1901, which 
he, the examiner, had procured from the recorder of deeds’ oifice in 
the city of Washington.) 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. I hand you a deed dated the 7th day of February, 1901, and 
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ask you whether that bears your signature? A. Yes, this is my 
signature. 

Q. When did you execute that deed ; do you remember? A. It 
seems to have been executed on the 7tli day of February, 1901. 

Q. Do you remember where and in whose office ? A. "in the office 
of Henry Parsons, in New York—at least I imagine so. 

Q. That deed, I believe, conveys certain property to your sisters; 
does it not? A. Yes. 

Q. When 3 'ou made that deed, what {property or what interests 
had you in mind that you were conveying to your sisters. A. Ac¬ 
cording to my sisters I was not conveying anything. 

Q. Will you kindly give me such facts concerning the 

195 property which you thought you were conveying? A. I had 
an idea that I had a certain undivided interest in the estate 

of my mother. My sisters claimed that I did not. My counsel 
found that my indebtedness was probably greater than my interest 
in tlie estate, and they advised me to make as good a settiement as 
1 could. Tlioy tried to get §50,000 for my interest, and I was to give 
up all litigation. But my sisters would not give it; would not give 
anything. But they agreed to put $25,000 in trust for the mainte¬ 
nance and support of my children, I to get the money during my 
life for their support; at the death of the children at a certain age, 
it was to return to my sistei’s. 

Q. At what age ? A. At the age—I believe the younger must be 
twenty-five. 

Q. And the elder? A. The elder is a year old. I suppose he 
would have to be 26. They distinctly said they would not give any¬ 
thing to me except for the fact that I had the children. 

Q. Was that given for the purpose of settling all law suits? A. 
Yes, settling the case. 

Q. That was the consideration for the $25,000 ? A. I do not know 
that it was the consideration. But I was supposed to withdraw all 
suits. 

Q. You have examined the deed handed ycu; have you not? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who put the stamj) on there; do you know? A. I have no 
idea. It was put on in the office of Mr. Parsons I imagine. 

196 Q. Does that stamp bear your signature, your initials? 
A. My initials, but not written by me. 

Q. Do you recognize the handwriting? A. I do not. But I know 
it is not mine. I never saw the stamp before. 

Q. You did not pay for the stamp; did you? A. Yes. 

Q. You paid for the stamp? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember whom you paid? A. Yes; I paid Mr. 
Parsons. 

Q. One dollar? A. Yes. 

Q. Who advised you to affix the stamp to the deed? A. Why,it 
was .simply the law at the time. 


if 

1*1 


i 

I 

•'■I 

r’ 

r. 

[! 

t. 

i;i 

;] 

I 

‘■‘i 

' 1 
i 

■".<1 


M 















EI>WARD WHITE VS. AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOvVER ET AL. lOl 

Q. What was tiie law? A. It was the revenue tax for the Spanish 
war. The deed was not legal without the stamp. 

Q. Do I understand you correctl\' when I understand you to say 
that this stamp represents the consideration that passed under the 
deed ? A. I do not so understand ? 

Q. What do you understand? A. Every deed had to have a 
stamp in accordance with the value of the deed. 

Q. When did you first begin the negotiations with your sisters for 
this deed? A. I do not remember. I have ono idea correctly. I 
could not state. 

197 Q,. Was it before or after- A. It must have been 

nearly two years before I got it. 

Q. Was it before or after the suit was instituted against you at St. 
Louis? A. I never knew of any suit instituted against me in St. 
Louis—never heard of it. 

Q. Do you deny that you gave the notes upon which the suit was 
filed? A. I do not. 

Q,. To whom did you give the notes? A. To Mr. Glover. 

Q. Was Mr. Glover then your attorney ? A. He was not my 
attorney ; he is my husband. 

Q,. Was Mr. Glover ever your attorney? A. Never my attorney, 
as I understand an attorney—simply attended to m)’^ business as any 
husband would attend to a wife’s business. 

Q. When did that relation cease between you and Mr. Glover—I 
mean his representing you in any legal capacity as a husband would 
represent a wife? A. I have not seen Mr. Glover since December, 
1898, and prior to that, I had not seen him in seven months but 
once. 

Q. In December 1898? A. Yes. I saw him in May or April, 
1898. I saw him once after that. 

Q. How often did you see him between April, 1898, and December, 
1898 ? A. I saw him once. 

198 Q. Where did you see him ? A. In Baltimore. 

Q. Did you see him on a business matter, may I ask ? A. 
I did not. 

Q. Did he not confer with vou on a business matter? A. Not at 
all. 

Q. What was the value of the real estate of which your mother 
died seized at her death ? A. No one has ever known. The real 
estate in Washington is very varying. 

Q. Do you mean to say that you did not know what its value was? 
A. Real value? 

Q. Yes. A. No. 

Q. What value did you put upon it when you executed that deed ? 
A. AVhy, I did not put any value on it. 

Q. You did not? A. I had not known anything of the estate for 
years. 

Q. So that, the $25,000 wliich your children received was chiefly 
a settlement between you and your sisters of the suits in litigation ? 
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A. Simply that they might give a good title to their property. They 
claimed it all belonged to them. 

Q. You disputed that? A. I- 

Q. You controverted that? What is your answer ? A. I imagine 
I did. 

199 0,. I find on page 110 of the testimony taken in behalf of 
the complainant, that Mr. Davis, who I believe was counsel 

for your sisters in settling up the estate, was he not? A. Yes. 

Q. Admits that the reconls of the District of Columbia show that 
jNIrs. Patton left real estate valued at $500,000. Would that valua¬ 
tion correspond with 3 ’our estimate of its value? A. I never made 
ail}’ estimate. I was only one-fifth of the executrices, and being out 
numbered, thev made the estimate. 

Q. Your contention was that it was in excess of that; was it not? 
A. I believe it was, at the beginning. 

Q. Did you ever receive an accounting from your sisters of the 
income of the stocks and bonds of your mother’s estate from the time 
of her death until the present time? A. I believe there was such 
an accounting. But I never saw it; my counsel did. 

Q. Did your sister account to you, I ask again, for the income of 
the stocks and bonds of vour mother’s estate from the time of her 
death up to the present time? A. They did not. 

Q. And they have not to the present time? A. No. They made 
an accounting, but, as I saj', I never went over it. I think my coun¬ 
sel may have seen it. 

Q. When did 3 mu last see your sister Josephine? A. What do 
3 mumean? To see her? 

200 Q. To see her? A. I saw her the other day in New York. 
Q. Whendidyouseeherbeforethat? A. IsawheratNarra- 

gansett, just to meet—physically see her—several times on the 
street. 

Q. Do you know whether she saw 3 mu ? A. I do not know. 

Q. When were you in Washington last? A. I was in Washing¬ 
ton one day this spring; what month, I cannot remembei’. 

Q. Was it the da 3 ' of 3’Our sister’s wedding? A. It was not. She 
was married on the 6 th of November. 

Q. And before that when were you there? A. 1 have been in 
AVashington onl 3 'one da 3 'at a time in the last—oh, I do not know— 
eight or ten years. So that, I cannot remember the dates, as there 
is nothing to mark them. 

Q. Now, let us take up the other deed a few moments. Do you 
remember executing a deed to Aurelius R. Shands, dated about the 
15th day of JUI 3 ', 1901 ? A. I do. 

Q. Do you remember a gentleman by the name of David Keane? 
A. I do. 

Q. Veiy well? A. I know liim very well. 

Q.. Did he act as attornev' for you in that ? A. He did not. 

Q. Did he or not accompany you to the notary’s office to take 
your acknowledgment ? A. Yes—simpW as a friend. 
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201 Q. Mr. Keane witnessed it, too, I believe? A. I imagine 
so; I do not know. 

Q. He was not your counsel? A. He never has been my 
counsel. 

Q. Do you remember where you executed that deed? A. I do not. 
Q. Did 3 'ou know the notary before whom you acknowledged it? 
xi. I do not. 

Q. Who suggested his name? A. I simpl}'^ asked Mr. Keane to 
take me to some notary’s office because I had a deed to acknowl¬ 
edge, and he drove me there. 

Q. Who wrote the deed—drew it up? A. I do not know. 

Q. When did you first see it ? A. The daj' before or the day I 
signed it. 

Q. Who gave it to you ? A. It was sent to me by mail from 
AVashington. 

Q. Mr. Keane did not bring it to you; did he? A. He did not. 
I do not believe Mr. Keane knows what the deed was. 

Q. AVhen did you first contemplate tlie sale of lot 13, square 7, 
Kalorama heights? A. I do not know. 

202 Q. AA^as it a day or two previously to the receipt of the 
deed ? A. It was not. A man simpl}^ wrote to me that he 

had an offer for the lot, and I directed him to sell it. 

Q. Do you object to stating his name? A. No—Mr. Taylor. 

Q. You had known Mr.Taylor; had jmu not? A. Yes. 

Q. Had he the property in his hands for sale? A. He did not. 
He was also a friend of mine. 

Q. Do you reniember Mr. Taylor’s first name ? A. J. A. are his 
initials. 

Q. And he resides where? A. I believe he resides in AVashing¬ 
ton. 

Q. Is it not a fact that you were quite anxious to sell the lot on 
Kalorama heights because of the new trial that was granted in St. 
Louis? A. I never knew of the suit in St. Louis; so I never knew 
of the new trial. I never knew that there was a first trial. 

Q. I simply asked you the question. Had you or not made a 
statement to Mr. Keane of your purpose to sell that piece of prop- 
ertj^? A. AVhy, Mr. Keane knows nothing more about the propert}' 
than you do. He simply signed as a witness, if he did sign, and 
simply because he happened to be in the office. 

Q,. Did you or not tell Mr. Keane, or an\'one, the reason 

203 why j'ou wanted to sell that propert}' was because you an¬ 
ticipated some trouble in St. Louis from jmur former husband ? 

A. I certainly did not, because I did not anticipate any trouble? 

Q. You did not? A. I did not. 

Q. You spoke of Henry Parsons. AVas he ever your attorney? 
A. He was my attorne.y in a trust deed. 

Q. AA^hat do you mean by a trust deed ? A. I call that a trust 
deed because it resulted in a trust to my children. 
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Q. Was that the only matter in which Mr. Parsons was retained 
bv vou as vour counsel ? A. The only matter. 

Q. And you say now tliat you liad not fixed any value whatso¬ 
ever upon the real estate to winch you were entitled as an heir at 
law of your mother? A I had not. 

Q. So far as you knew when you made that deed, you did not 
know whether the estate was worth $100,000 or $500,000? A. No; 
that is right. 

Q. What pieces of property, if any, had you sold to your sisters 
prior to the execution of this deed ? A. I had not sold anything 
except in the early years of the litigation. Then I sold iny interest 
in tlie house and my interest in Duinblane. 

Q. What did 3^011 get for 3 ’'our interest in the house; do you re¬ 
member? A. $40,000. 

204 Q. Was that value fixed b}" 3 ^ourself or b}^ your sisters? 
A. Fixed by m}^ sisters. 

Q. At the time, 3 ’'OU thought it was worth more; did you not? 
A. I did not tliink an 3 ^thing about it. 

Q. You must have thought something. A. I had no thoughts at 
the time. 

Q. You were peiTecth^ satisfied to take what the}" gave 3 "ou ? A. 
I did take what the}" gave me. 

Q. And tlie Duinblane property. Wliat was that? A. I do not 
remember. I do not know whether that was $30,000 or $40,000. 
It might not have been as mucli as that. 

Q. Then, I believe you sold your sisters a piece of property on F 
street? A. Yes. 

Q. And gave them a deed for it? A. That was right, after my 
mother’s death. It must have been in 1889. 

Q. You gave a deed to them for that? A. Yes. I sold it through 
a Mr. Warner. 

Q. Sold it through Mr. Warner for how mucli ? A. I think was 
$13,000. 

Q. You received $13,000. Is that right? A. Yes—no; I think 
I received only $11,000. Mr. Emig, it is so long ago that I have no 
memory of those things. My recollection is that it was $11,000. 
I sold it to Mr. Warner for the $11,000 and he sold it to them 

205 for $13,000. I know they had a suit about it. I do not 
know—I think I sold it; lam sure I did to Mr. Warner; 

and he sold it to them. 

Q. Will you be good enough to answer this question: What 
prompted you to have the $25,000, which you say you received from 
your sisters, put in trust for your children and not for you? A. It 
was not my own idea; simply my sisters would not do otherwise. 
They would not have given it to me in my name, and they sug¬ 
gested putting it in trust for my children, as that was the only rea¬ 
son they were giving it at all. It was. necessity. 

Q. Am I to understand you as saying that your understanding of 
the transaction was that the money which you received, the sum of 
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$25,000 was paid, not to you, but to your children, to be held by 
your cbildreii during their life time, and at their death was to re¬ 
vert back to your sisters? A. No. I believe I have it for their 
support and maintenance during my lifetime, and at the age of 25— 
when the younger arrives at the age of 25,1 am to give it to them, 
if I am living. Should I die the property is to revert to them, and 
at their death to go back to mj' sisters. 

Q. Ill reference to the value of the Kalorama Avenue propert 5 ^ 
how did you acquire that property, may I ask? A. The separate 
piece of property at Kalarama ? 

Q. Yes. Did you purchase it? A. I did not; it was part of my 
mother’s estate. 

Q. It was part of your mother’s estate. You inherited it 
206 theni, from your mother ? A. I inherited it from my mother. 

Q. Did you purchase your sister’s interests? A. I did not. 

Q. Are you certain about that ? A. I am certain. 

Q. Will 3 mu please state what consideration you received for that 
deed ? A. I would have to look it up. 

Q. Give us your best recollection. Of course, j'es or no will have 
to serve, unless you can do better ? A. I do not like to say anything 
that is not exact, and I do not know exactly. 

Q. Tell me, if you can, whether it was more than $5,000 or less 
than $5,000? A. It was in that neighborhood. Whether it was a 
little less or little more, I have no idea. 

Q. And in the deed that you executed and delivered to Mr. Shands, 
you meant to convey only your interests, is that right? A. No one 
else had any interest in that particular little lot, as I understand it. 

Q. Tell us upon what facts 3 ’ou base that conclusion ? A. Because 
that was, as I understand it, a piece apart. There was some reason 
that it was not with the others. I do not know exactly how it was. 

Q. Your sisters did not join in the deed ; did they? A. They did 
not; they had nothing to do with it. 

Q. You are sure you did not purchase it from any one ? A. Yes, 
sir. 


207 Q. You received it from your mother’s estate? A. Yes. 

Q. Who advised 3 mu, if anyone did, to execute that deed 
if you never purchased it from any one and acquired it from 3 'our 
mother? A. No one advised me. 

Q. You had no attorney in that transaction ? A. No attorne 3 \ 

Q. Who fixed the value for the propert 3 ' ? A. The man made an 
offer, and I accepted. 

Q. Had you not been quite desirous a few weeks before that to 
sell that piece of property ? A. I always would have sold it if I 
could have gotten the right price. 

Q. Are you aware that it was sold shortly after you had executed 
3 'our deed for more than $6,000 ? A. I have never heard of it since 
I sold it. 

Q; You have not? A. No. 

Q. Did you not tell Mr. Keane who went with 3 'ou to execute that 
1 A— 1342a 
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deed, that j^ou expected trouble from your husband’s affairs in St. 
Louis, and did you not give that as one of your reasons for executing 
that deed at that time ? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you sell what interest you acquired under your mother’s 
will to any real estate that was located in the State of Maryland ? 
A. That was, I imagine, in the general sale. 

208 Q. In the general sale? A. That came in under that 
deed—never sold it specifically. 

By Mr. Carter : 

Q. By that deed, you mean the deed of Februaiy 7,1901 ? A. 
Yes; the trust deed. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. Do you remember the value of your interest in the Maryland 
property? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you remember having executed a deed of trust or mort¬ 
gage and recording it in the recoi*d office of Montgomery county, 
Maryland, to insure the American Surity Company, in New York? 
A. I may have done it years ago. I have had no business with the 
American Surity Company in the last seven years. 

Q. Seven years ? A. Six or seven. 

Q. Recall, if you can. Did you not pay them a sum of money 
not so very long ago ? A. In 1898 or 1899? 

Q. Yes? A. Yes; in 1899 I did. Yes. But I have no recollec¬ 
tion of the Maryland property. 

Q. Do you recollect the amount? A. I think it was $15,000. 

Q. Was it not $14,000? A. I do not know. It may have been. 
I did not paj' it. 

209 Q. That released you from that trust or any indebtedness 
to the American Surity Company ? A. Yes. I never knew 

what my indebtedness was there; but it had something to do with 
Mr. Glover’s affairs. 

Q. So that, the mortgage in Montgomery county is now released ; 
is it not? A. I never knew anything of the Montgomeiy County 
propert 3 ', specifically. It was not put to me as county. 

Q. Not put to you as counW ? A. No—States. 

Q. Are jmu the Augusta Patten Glover who is named in a deed 
of trust or mortgage recorded in the Montgomery County court? 
A. I know nothing about a Montgomery Count}’’ mortgage. Mr. 
Glover may have made a deed and put it in the Montgomery County 
court or any other. I did not know of it. 

Q. Did he have authority to do it? A. He may have done it. 

Q. And then told you of it afterwards? A. In some cases. 

Q. You said you remember signing the two notes that wei’e given 
to Henry ? A. No. 

Q. What do you I’emember? A. I remember signing some notes 
that a man named Johnson had something to do with. 
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Q. J. J. Johnson, of St. Louis? A. I do not know his initials; I 
simply know his name was Johnson. 

Q. In St. Louis? A. I do not remember. 

210 Q. T do not wish to prolong this examination. Give us 
3 'our best recollection where he resided ? A. I have no idea. 

He was simply Johnson, to me. 

Q. Now, in the answer which was filed in the suit of Edward 
White against Augusta P. Glover, in the circuit court of St. Louis 
(the amended answer I refer to now) it is stated that you are now 
domiciled and residing in the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri ? 
A. What year was that ? 

Q. 1899. 

Mr. Carter: Allow Mr. Emig to finish the question. Do not say 
a thing until he shall have finished the question, then it will be 
right for you to answer. 

Mr. Emig: I think I will withdraw that question. (To the wit¬ 
ness.) Do you know whether your husband resided in St. Louis iu 
1899 ? 

A. He did not. 

Q. Do jmu know where he resided then ? A. 1 do not. 

Q. Do you have any recollection whatsoever of refusing to pay 
the notes which, I think you stated in my examination of you further 
back, that you recall having executed—I do not wish to misquote you. 
Do you remember making any defense to the payment of those 
notes ? A. I do not. 

Q. The account which you referred to, and which you say your 
sisters filed, is the account in the orphans’ court? A. In the 
orphan’s court? 

211 Q. Yes. A. I did not know that there was an account in 
the orphans’ court. 

Q. To what account do you refer? A. I refer to an accounting 
that was in my attorney’s possession several years ago, and since 
then I have never seen it, and do not know what has happened 
to it. 

Q. Did you see the account ? A. I did not. 

Q. You stated that you gave these notes to your husband, did you 
not? A. I did. 

Mr. Carter : Let the record show, as suggested by Mr. Emig, that 
he states that, because of the absence of General Michner, he, Mr. 
Emig, may wish hereafter, when General Michner shall be present, 
to ask Mrs. Glover further questions in chief, and that a like priv¬ 
ilege is granted to other counsel, in the case. 

Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Carter : 

Q. You have been asked several times in direct examination with 
reference to the notes on which the judgment referred to in the bill 
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of complaint in this case was rendered. Please state where those 
notes were given and the circumstances under which they were 

given ? A. Mr. Glover arrived from St. Louis- 

Q. Arrived where? A. In New York, from St. Louis, and tele¬ 
graphed me to meet him at the Grenoble hotel. I met him in the. 
parlor of the hotel, and he had the sent two notes, as I 

212 remember them, two pieces of paper which he asked me to 

sign- 

Mr. Emig : I object to any statement made by Mr. Glover. 

The Witness; These two papers he had in his hand which he 
asked me to sign. I asked notliing. Tliere was no explanation. 
There was no time for it. He seemed to be in a great hurry. I 
signed them. They were ah’eady written out, whatever they were. 
They were already made out. 

. Bv Mr. Carter : 

Q. Did you understand them to be promissory notes? A. I un¬ 
derstood they were to lielp Mr. Glover out in some trouble, and I 
was never to licar anything more about them. I understood that I 
had no obligation at all in the matter. 

Q. What did he state to you upon that subject when you signed 
the papers ? 

Mr. Emig: The same objection. 

The Witness: He said that Mr. Johnson would give him a cer¬ 
tain amount—I do not remember the exact amount; I think some¬ 
thing over $10,000 for these notes and they would help him out of a 
great difficulty. i 

By Mr. Carter : 

Q. Did he say anything, as to taking care of the notes himself? 

Mr. E^riG : The same objection. i 

A. Yes. lie said I would in nowise be responsible; that he would ; 
pay them, and I would not hear of them again. 

By McCarter: 

Q. Can you remember at this time the amount of each of f' 

213 tliese notes? A. My recollection is that they were some- I 
thing—either $5,000 or a little over. I am not sure. I did | 

not look at the amount at the time. 

Q. In this bill of complaint it is said that a judgment was ob- i 
tained against you in a court in St. Louis upon these notes. Now, ' 
I ask you when you first received information that a suit had been 
brouglit upon these notes and a judgment obtained against you in 
St. Louis, and how you received that information. First, when you 
received it; second, how yon received it. Just state the circum¬ 
stances? A. The exact date I do not remember; but a friend of 
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mine told me that tliere was an account in the Sunda\'’ Herald tliat 
there was a suit brought against me by a Mr. White of Washington. 

Q. Brouglit wliere? A. In Washington, against me by Mr. 
White. 

Q. Yes? A. And I did not even see it that clay, and the next day 
I got the Evening Telegram and read about it. It was Monday ; 
the date I do not remember. 

Q. In whal year was that? A. I do not even remember the year. 
But I think it was last year, some time last winter. The exact date, 
I do not know. I remember sending the clipping to Mr. Carter. 

Q. Up to that time luid you heard in any way that any suit liad 
been brought against you in St. Louis ? A. I never did. 

Q. In the proceedings in that suit in St. Louis it is stated that on 
the 14th day of Maj% 1898, a certain paper was left at your 
214 usual place of residence in St. Louis. Please state whether 
you were in St. Louis on the I'Uh of May, 1898 ? 

Mr. Emig: I object to that question, on the ground that it is not 
responsive to an 3 Thing brought out in the examination in chief, in 
which counsel specifically limited himself to the year 1890—asking 
no question as to residence subsequently to 1890. 

The Witness : I left St. Louis either the last day of April or the 
first or second day of Ma^^—one of the first days of May. 


By Mr. Cartee : 


t Q. What year? A. 1898. And I have never seen St. Louis 
since. 

Q. You stated in answer to a question asked you by Mr. Emig 
' that you saw Mr. Glover once in 1898—between April and Decem¬ 
ber, 1898. Now, I ask you to state whether you saw Mr. Glover in 
I 1898, after you left St. Louis at the end of April or the beginning of 

May 1898, and if jmu did see him in 1898, after you left St. Louis, 

I wheii and where did you see him in that year? A. I think you 

misunderstood me—the time that I mean. The one thing I mean 

was in December. I never saw Mr. Glover from the time I left St. 
Louis the last of April or the beginning of May, 1898, until I saw 
I him here in December. 

^ Q. When you saw him here, you mean? A. In Baltimore. That 
; is the visit I meant. 


Q. Have you seen Mr. Glover since that visit to Baltimore in 
December, 1898? A. I have never seen him since. 

Q. When you saw him in Baltimore in December, 1898, did he 
say anything to you, and, if so, what in reference to these 
215 notes which you have signed for him as you have alread}'^ 
testified? A. Yes. 1 asked him about those notes, and he 
said the}' had been taken care of, and that I had nothing to do with 
them—that I would never hear of them. 


Mr. Emig : I make the same objection as to conversations with 
Mr. Glover. 
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By Mr. Carter : 

Q. Do I understand you correctly when I understand you to say 
that the newspaper notices in the New York Sunday Herald and in 
tlie Evening Telegram purported to give an account of the suit in¬ 
stituted by the present plaintiff*, White, against yon, in the city of 
AVbishington ? A. Yes, it did. 

Q. You have said that when you executed the deed of February 
7, 1901, yon did not yourself know the value of the interest in the 
real estate which you thereby conveyed to your sisters? A. No. 

Q. Please state whether before you agreed to execute this deed to 
your sisters, yonv counsel told you of the result of their examination 
into the value of your interest in this real estate, and how your in¬ 
terest in this real estate compared with what they believed to be 
your indebtedness to the estate of your mother? 

Mr. Emig : I object to that, on the ground that it is incompetent 
and hearsay. 

The Witness: My counsel went to AYashington, and after exam¬ 
ining into the affairs there, came to the conclusion that m}^ indebt¬ 
edness was probably greater than any interest I could have. 
216 Thereupon, they advised me to make as good a settlement as 
I could with my family. But my family refused to do any¬ 
thing for me, but consented to give §25,000 on condition that it 
would be in trust for my cliildren for their maintenance and sup¬ 
port. 


By Mr. Carter : 

Q. Did you understand that the arrangement made between yon 
and your sisters included the conveyance by 3 "OU to your sisters of all 
your interests in the undivided real estate of your mother, as well as 
the dismissal by yonr of all suits which had been brought by you 
or for you in reference to your mothers estate ? A. I so under¬ 
stood. 

Q. You have been asked when yon last saw your sister Josephine. 
I will ask yon whether on either of the occasions on which you saw 
her and of which yon spoke in your examination, yon spoke to her? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Have you had an}" communication directly with her for a num¬ 
ber of years past ? A. I saw her once—I have seen her twice, I think, 
in 15 years. 

Q. Did you speak to her on those occasions? A. I spoke to her 
twice on those occasions—in 15 years. I will say 14 years. 

Q. Did you personally have anything to do with any of the nego¬ 
tiations which culminated in the making of the deed of February 7, 
1901, and the transfer of the trusts which you have mentioned? A. 
I did not—simply signed the deed. 

Q. By whom, so far as you are concerned, were those negotiations 
conducted ? A. By Mr. Parsons and Mr. Carter. 
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217 Q. You have said in answer to one of the questions that 

3 'our sisters did not consider that when 3 ’ou executed the deed 

of February 7,1901, you were conve,ying anj'tliing to them. Please 
explain what jmu mean that answer. A. My sisters, I believe, 
considered that I owed them really more than the amount which 
the)' put in trust for my children. 

Mr. Emig : I make the same objection, that it is incompetent. 

By Mr. Carter: 

Q. You have spoken several times of the nature and terras of the 
trust of the $25,000. Plea.se state whether or not the details of the 
arrangement of this trust were settled b)' you or left to your counsel 
to settle. A. They were left to mj' counsel. 

By Mr. Gordon : 

Q. Did you know Dr. Aurelius R. Shand.s, to whom you sold the 
lot in Kalorama Heights? A. I never heard of the man until I sold 
the lot to him. 

Q. Did you ever have an)' business cominunicaiions with him or 
any business transactions except the sale of this lot? A. Never. 

Re-direct-examination. 

By Mr. Emig : 

Q. You said that you spoke to your sister Josephine once or twice 
in the last 14 or 15 years. Will you j)lease state when and where? 

A. The first time was shortly after my mother’s death, I 

218 sunpose a vear or two years, at the Victoria hotel in New 

York. 

Q.- State the time when you last spoke to her at the Victoria hotel ? 
A. Oh, I could not. 

Q. Approximately ? A. It was sometime—my mother died in 
1888. It may have been in 1890. I am not sure of the time, ex¬ 
cept that it was in the old Victoria hotel. 

Q. You had received $102,800 the evening of your marriage from 
your mother. Will you state whether or not that sum, added to the 
$40,000 which you received for your fifth interest in the house on 
Massachusetts avenue and 22 nd street, and the $ 35,000 or $40,000 
which you received from the other property named by you, were 
the only sums that you ever received ? A. No, I received the $13,000 
or $11,000 for the F Street property. And I received $80,000 or 
$85,000 in the early ’90’s or 1889, as a settlement of the personal 
property. 

Q. A settlement of the personal property ? A. I received $85,000 
ten years ago, perhaps longer than that. 

Q. Was that paid to you or to your husband ? A. Paid to me. 

Q. All to you; no portion of that to your husband ? A. I may 
have given him something; but it was paid to me—check had to be 
made to me. 
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219 Re-cross-exaniination. 


Bv Mr. Carter : 

«/ 

Q. You have stated that this §85.000 was paid to you in settlement 
of the personal estate. Was it not paid to you on account of 3 mur 
interest in the personal estate ? A. No. 1 believe they said that 
was all that was coming to me out of the personal estate. I do not 
understand. 

Q. May I not refresh \mur recollection, and ask you whether the 
same amount was not paid to each one of the sisters? A. Yes ; each 
one of the five sisters got the same. 

Q. And paid in advance of an accurate ascertainment of what the 
personal estate would pay to each sister ? A. Yes. 

AUGUSTA PATTEN GLOVER. 


Sworn to and subscribed before mo this 25th day of November, 
A. D.1901. 


R. S. BOSWELL, Examiner. 


220 Decree Dismissing Bill, &c. 

Filed March 30,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of tlie District of Columbia. 

Edavaro White, Complainant, ] 
aaainst 

_ 

Augusta Patten Glover and Others, De¬ 
fendants. 

» 

This cause having come on for consideration by tlie court, upon 
the pleadings, testimony and proceedings and having been argued 
by counsel and considered by tlie court, it is, this 30tli. day of March, 
1903, adjudged, ordered and decreed tliat the motion of the defend¬ 
ants to suppress as testimony the transcript of record of the circuit 
court of the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri, in tlie case of 
Edward White against Augusta Patten Glover, be, and the same 
hereby is, overruled ; and, further, that the bill of complaint be, and 
the same hereby is, dismissed with costs. And it is further ad¬ 
judged, ordered and decreed that the clerk of the court pay to the 
defendants, Mary E. Patten, Josephine A. Patten, Edith A.‘Corbin, 
Helen Patten and Aurelius R. Shands, or their solicitors of record, 
the amounts of money heretofore paid into the registry of the court 
on account of the properties respectively sold by the said defendants 
by authority of the court since the institution of this cause, and 
from this decree the complainant in open court prays an appeal, 
which is allowed, and the penalty of his bond on the said appeal, 


In Equity. No. 22530. 
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if to act as a supersecloas, is hereby fixed at the sum of $25000, aud 
if not to act as a supersedeas at the sum of $100. 

ASHLEY M. GOULD, 

Associate Justice. 


221 


Memorandum. 


April 14,1903.—Appeal bond filed. 


Directions to Clerk for Preparation of Record. 

Filed May 8,1903. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

* 

Edward White, Complainant,) 

vs. >Equit 3 ^ No. 22530. 

Augusta P. Glover et al. ) 


John P. Young, clerk. 

Sir : Please prepare the record for use in the Court of Appeals of 
the District of the following pleadings and papers in the above 
entitled cause: 

1. Bill of complaint—filed August 10,1901. Omitting exhibits 
to bill. 

2. Answer of Augusta P. Glover—filed Jan. 25.1902 Answer of 
Edith A. Patten—filed Jan. 3,1902. Answers of Maiy E.,.Josephine 
A., and Helen Patten—filed .January 3, 1902. 

k Replication—filed February 4,1902. 

4. Testimony as follows: 

(a.) All testimon}^ taken September 23d, 1902, from page 2 of the 
record to page 47 inclusive, being the testimony of J. W. Jjatimor 
and all documentary proof submitted and offered at said hearing 
on said da,y, filed Jan. 27,1903. 

(i.) Copy of deed dated 7th day of February, 1901, Glover 
222 to Misses Patten, recorded in Liber 2537 folio 393 and copied 
in the record of testimony on pages 51 to 55 inclusive, filed 
Jan. 27,1903. 


(c.) Copy affidavit of Augusta P. Glover, beginning middle page 
74, ending at middle of page 75 in record of testimon 3 ^ filed Jan. 
27,1903. 

Id) All the testiinonj" of Josephine A. Patten, Helen Patten, 
Edith A. Corbin and Mary E. Patten at end of page 154; that is, 
copy the record of testimony verbatim from page 83 to page 154 in¬ 
clusive, filed .Jan. 27,1903. 

(e.) All of the testimony given by Mrs. Augusta P. Glover in this 
cause, pages 164 to 197 inclusive, filed Jan. 27,1903. 

15—1342a 
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(/■.) Also all testimony filed herein Jan. 19th, 1903 taken at St. 
Louis, Mo., wherein Jaines B. Johnson and Chester H. Kruni testi¬ 
fied for the complainant. 

5. Decree of March 30th, ]903. 

6. Apj)eal bond, dated April 14, 1903. 

DUDLEY & MICIIENER and 
CLAYTON E. EMIG, 

Solicitors for the Complainant, 


May 4,1903. 


Order Extending Time to File TranscripL 


Filed Mav 29, 1903. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Edward Wiiitic ) 

vs. > Equity. No. 22530. 

xluGUSTA r. Glover kt al. ) 

It appearing to the court that the transcript of the record 
223 in this cause has not been completed by tiie clerk of this 
court, it is this 29" day of May, 1903, ordered by the court, 
that the time within which the complainant may file said transcript 
of record in the office of the clerk of the Court of Appeals of said 
District be and hereby is extended fifteen days from this date. 

A. B. HAGNER, Justice. 


Further Extension of Time, &c. 


Filed June 12,1903. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


Edward White 
vs. 

Augusta P. Glover et al. 


1 

/ 

I 


Equity. 


No. 22530. 


It appearing to the court that the transcrii^t of record for the 
Court of A 2 :)peals, in this cause has not been full}^ transcribed by 
the clerk of this court, it is ordered this 12 day of June 1903, that 
the clerk of this court have fifteen days additional, in which to 
complete said transcript, and that said time be and hereby is ex¬ 
tended fifteen days. 


THOS. H. ANDERSON, Justice. 
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224 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 1 
District of Columbia, J ' 

I, John R. Young, clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages, numbered from 1 to 
223, inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, as 
per directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made part of 
this transcript, in cause No. 22,530, equity, wherein Edward White 
is complainant, and Augusta Patten Glover et al. are defendants, as 
the same remains upon the files and of record in said court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe 
Seal Supreme Court my name and affix the seal of said court, at 
of the District of the city of Washington, in said District, this 
Columbia. 23 day of June, A. D. 1903. 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia supreme court. No. 1342. 
Edward White, appellant, vs. Augusta Patten Glover et al. Court of 
Ap])eals, District of Columbia. Filed Jun- 25,1903. Robert Willett, 
clerk. 







